
Stop the Everyday 


DoR’t Fall lata the trap 


By PB Floyd 

As horrifying as the prospect of the United 
States launching a pre-emptive strike war 
against Iraq is to millions of people, one has to 
wonder if we're not all falling into precisely the 
trap that Bush and Company are laying for us. 

This war is being conjured up out of thin air, 
timed during a major economic downturn, with 
“debate” and Congressional approval of the 
war conveniently scheduled a month before 
mid-term elections. People are hurting 
financially all over the country. Under these 
circumstance, Bush’s war talk appears to be a 
cynical attempt to divert attention from 
domestic problems, in hopes of gaining a short- 
term political advantage. The chance to 
diminish the United Nations, flex unilateral US 
military dominance, and increase world oil 
supplies are gravy. The pretext of making the 
world “safe” from Iraq is at best laughable. 

If the only ripple effect of Bush’s war 
strategy was securing Republican control of 
the Congress, perhaps it wouldn’t be so bad. 
Whether Congress is controlled by 
Republicans or Democrats is essentially 



movement — have shifted their time and 
energy to opposing the approaching war. Time 
that could have been used for positive action 
has been consumed on reaction — playing 
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The real war is waged every day, receives 
little media coverage, and isn’t the subject of 
countless marches and rallies by well-meaning 
liberals: its the war of the powerful against 


unacceptable, horrendous cost. 

But how many people are dying day in and 
day out because of this capitalist/industrial 
system? How many are living lives as walking 
dead, their spirits crushed, serving a machine? 
How many live without food, clean water, a dry 
place to sleep, any hope or future? Between 1 
and 2 billion people worldwide live below the 
subsistence threshold. Even in Western 
industiralized countries, millions live hopeless, 
powerless lives. 

As terrible as war against Iraq would be, 
and as vigorously as we must oppose, disrupt, 
and if possible prevent the Iraq war, the 
everyday war must not be permitted to 
continue. If the war on Iraq can be prevented, 
it won’t be time to sit back in satisfaction and 
declare that everything is now “A-okay.” The 
day before a war on Iraq begins, and the day 
after it ends, the daily war will continue. 

The daily war concentrates the power and 
weapons of mass destruction in the hands of 
the United States that makes a war on Iraq 
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As horrifying as the prospect of the United 
States launching a pre-emptive strike war 
against Iraq is to millions of people, one has to 
wonder if we’re not all falling into precisely the 
trap that Bush and Company are laying for us. 

This war is being conjured up out of thin air, 
timed during a major economic downturn, with 
“debate” and Congressional approval of the 
war conveniently scheduled a month before 
mid-term elections. People are hurting 
financially all over the country. Under these 
circumstance, Bush's war talk appears to be a 
cynical attempt to divert attention from 
domestic problems, in hopes of gaining a short- 
term political advantage. The chance to 
diminish the United Nations, flex unilateral US 
military dominance, and increase world oil 
supplies are gravy. The pretext of making the 
world “safe” from Iraq is at best laughable. 

If the only ripple effect of Bush's war 
strategy was securing Republican control of 
the Congress, perhaps it wouldn’t be so bad. 
Whether Congress is controlled by 
Republicans or Democrats is essentially 
irrelevant since both stand for the same earth 
destroying, worker exploiting, world 
dominating policies. 

But the ripples haven’t been limited to the 
mainstream political reality. In the US and 
around the world, people involved in popular 
movements that had been starting to challenge 
the economic assumptions of the ruling order 
— generally known as the anti-globalization 
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By Russell Busch 

The war at home has escalated. The Pacific 
Maritime Association (PMA), which represents 
the big shipping companies, attacked the 
country’s most militant labor union on 
September 27th, locking out 10,500 longshore 
workers along the West Coast unsuccessfully 
obtaining a federally ordered 80 day cooling 
off Deriod under the anti-labor Taft-Hartley 



movement — have shifted their time and 
energy to opposing the approaching war. Time 
that could have been used for positive action 
has been consumed on reaction — playing 
defense, not offense. 

If those in power are able to divert activism 
which would have been directed against their 
economic domination into defensive single-issue 
activism narrowly focused against war, the 
war will pay much greater dividends than mere 
control over vast oil resources. 

For our part, its crucial that we don’t lose 
sight of the real war while we’re opposing 


usns manuiaciurea war agarnsi Iraq. 

The real war is waged every day, receives 
little media coverage, and isn’t the subject of 
countless marches and rallies by well-meaning 
liberals: its the war of the powerful against 
the weak, the north against the south, 
industrialism against the earth, cold economic 
rationalism against life and freedom. 

This daily war systematically causes far 
more destruction, human misery, death and 
environmental destruction than Bush’s 
contemplated war against Iraq will. Bush's 
war may kill a million Iraqis, a terrible, 


unacceptable, horrendous cost. 

But how many people are dying day in and 
day out because of this capitalist/industrial 
system? How many are living lives as walking 
dead, their spirits crushed, serving a machine? 
How many live without food, clean water, a dry 
place to sleep, any hope or future? Between 1 
and 2 billion people worldwide live below the 
subsistence threshold. Even in Western 
industiralized countries, millions live hopeless, 
powerless lives. 

As terrible as war against Iraq would be, 
and as vigorously as we must oppose, disrupt, 
and if possible prevent the Iraq war, the 
everyday war must not be permitted to 
continue. If the war on Iraq can be prevented, 
it won’t be time to sit back in satisfaction and 
declare that everything is now “A-okay.” The 
day before a war on Iraq begins, and the day 
after it ends, the daily war will continue. 

The daily war concentrates the power and 
weapons of mass destruction in the hands of 
the United States that makes a war on Iraq 
possible. Only when the daily war is ended once 
and for all will the need to oppose this and that 
military adventure off into the future finally 
cease. 

Fortunately, opposing the war against Iraq 
and opposing the daily war against the earth 
and its people are not totally incompatible. 
While its certainly possible to oppose the war 

Continued on page 14 



around the world, people involved in popular 
movements that had been starting to challenge 
the economic assumptions of the ruling order 
— generally known as the anti-globalization 
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By Russell Busch 

The war at home has escalated. The Pacific 
Maritime Association (PMA), which represents 
the big shipping companies, attacked the 
country’s most militant labor union on 
September 27th, locking out 10,500 longshore 
workers along the West Coast unsuccessfully 
obtaining a federally ordered 80 day cooling 
off period under the anti-labor Taft-Hartley 
Act. It was a test of PMA’s newest union- 
busting strategy: seeking justification under 
the war on terrorism. 

The International Longshore and Warehouse 
Union’s contract expired in July, and the union 
had been in contract negotiations with the 
PMA since spring. But months before that, the 
PMA had been scheming to destroy the ILWU. 

In May, a new “bosses” organization was 


slave labor retailers that included Mattel, 
Home Depot and the Gap, together with 
shipping lines Maersk and American President 
Lines. In this age of sweatshop labor, the 
dockworkers are the last group of workers in 
the shipping lines’ food chain who are paid 
fairly. The PMA would like nothing better than 
to reduce them to sweatshop labor as well 
The coalition used the “war on terrorism 
try and destroy the ILWU. This spring, 
group held covert meetings with the Bush 
Administration’s task force that was set up to 
Continued on page 15 


war will pay much greater dividends than mere 
control over vast oil resources. 

For our part, its crucial that we don’t lose 
sight of the real war while we’re opposing 


more destruction, human misery, death and 
environmental destruction than Bush’s 
contemplated war against Iraq will. Bush’s 
war may kill a million Iraqis, a terrible, 


and opposing the daily war against the earth 
and its people are not totally incompatible. 
While its certainly possible to oppose the war 

Continued on page 14 
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Slingshot! yes, Yes, YES, it IS the 
quarterly, independent, radical newspaper 
published in the East Bay since 1988! YES, 
and WE LOVE YOU! 

This layout we battled various illnesses, 
from food poisoning to weird rashes to the 
after-effects of strange sexual adventures. 
Our Blue Oyster Cult fetish has risen to 
extremes, in fact we put Godzilla in the paper! 
SCHREEERRTRRKK! 

Times are turbulent everywhere we look, but 
is this really any different than other times? 
We are aware of our own limits as we gaze 
upon quite possibly the last roll of old cut and 
paste-style graphic design register mark tape 
in the world, found for us all the way in Florida 
by our friend Cometbus. 

As we did layout Saturday, lines reached 
AROUND the BART station down the street 
to go to the huge, 100,000 person anti-war 
protest in San Francisco. Yeah BUSH, we'll 
limit your fuckin war! 

Of course it is regrettable that more than a 
few current events have slipped by our radical 
analysis, such as the possible CIA/Newt 
Gingrich hack-saw job that brought down the 
late Senator Paul Wellstone’s plane right as 
we started layout on the issue. So much time, 
too little motivation. 

We appreciate everybody who takes the 
time to read this paper and talk to people 
about their own ideas. We would like to think 
there is something controversial, disturbing, 
and joyful for everybody in these pages. If 
not... make it yourself, freak! 

Of course, as usual we welcome writers, 
artists, photographers, editors, distributors, 
free-thinkers, and zombie croquet players to 
make Slingshot better. Editorial decisions 
about Slingshot are made by the Slingshot 
collective. Articles do not necessarily 
represent the opinions of everyone in 
Slingshot. We welcome debate, discussion, and 
criticism, even slander. 

By the way, the 2003 Slingshot organizer is 


Critical Mass: 
the militant 
thinks we're 
smart! 
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Strange world department 

Critical Mass studied as 
military tactic 

The Washington Post recently reported 
that the US Defense Department has been 
studying critical mass bike ride’s swarming of 
bikes as a military tactic: “The U.S. military 
has been one of the earliest institutions to 
both fear and see the possibilities in swarming. 
John Arquilla co-authored ‘Swarming and the 
Future of Conflict’ two years ago for the think 
tank Rand Corp. and the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense. He sees swarming - ‘a 
deliberately structured, coordinated, 
strategic way to strike from all directions’ - 
as spearheading a revolution in military 
affairs. The military has much to learn from 
Critical Mass,’ he writes in an e-mail. ‘I used to 
go up to San Francisco regularly to see this 
leaderless swarm of bicyclists bring traffic to 
a complete halt for two hours. Once I asked a 
police sergeant, as he stood observing by the 
Ferry Building, what he was going to do about 
this. He shrugged his shoulders and asked 
back, 'What would you have me do? 1 ” 

Little did we know that the US government 




AIF member’s Baltimore i 
house raided Anti-racist 28 ! 


On Tuesday July 30, 2002 in Courtenay, 
British Columbia, members of the Royal 
Canadian Mounted Police, Canada's national 
police agency raided the home and office of 
David Barbarash, Animal Liberation Front 
member. 

The search and seizure was carried out on 
behalf of law enforcement from two counties in 
the State of Maine, under the auspices of the 
Mutual Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters 
Treaty. The incidents being investigated 
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On August 24, 2002, 28 anti-racists were * 
arrested in Baltimore while attempting to J 
protest a meeting of the National Alliance, one % 
of the larger neo-nazi groups in the U.S. Some « 
two hundred racists were gathering there to J 
meet before caravanning to their march and « 
rally in Washington, D.C., later that day. J 
As the anti-racist activists entered the \ 
parking lot of the meeting site, they were « 
confronted by several police cars and J 
eventually brought to the Southeast District n 


as we aid layout saturoay, lines reacnea 
AROUND the BART station down the street 
to go to the huge, 100,000 person anti-war 
protest in San Francisco. Yeah BUSH, we'll 
limit your fuckin war! 

Of course it is regrettable that more than a 
few current events have slipped by our radical 
analysis, such as the possible CIA/Newt 
Gingrich hack-saw job that brought down the 
late Senator Paul Wellstone’s plane right as 
we started layout on the issue. So much time, 
too little motivation. 

We appreciate everybody who takes the 
time to read this paper and talk to people 
about their own ideas. We would like to think 
there is something controversial, disturbing, 
and joyful for everybody in these pages. If 
not... make it yourself, freak! 

Of course, as usual we welcome writers, 
artists, photographers, editors, distributors, 
free-thinkers, and zombie croquet players to 
make Slingshot better. Editorial decisions 
about Slingshot are made by the Slingshot 
collective. Articles do not necessarily 
represent the opinions of everyone in 
Slingshot. We welcome debate, discussion, and 
criticism, even slander. 

By the way, the 2003 Slingshot organizer is 
now available. Send us $5 for one, $13 for 
three, or $28 for seven, postage included. If 
you send an extra $1 with your order we’ll 
throw in a one year subscription to Slingshot! 

Slingshot Volunteer Meeting 
Volunteers interested in getting involved with 
Slingshot can plug in on December 15 at 2 p.m. 
at the Long Haul in Berkeley (see below). 
Article Deadline And Next Issue Date 
Submit your articles for issue 77 by January 
24, 2003. We expect the issue out (cutely 
enough) on Valentines Day. , x Ooo \ 

Volume 1 , Number 76 Circulation 
Printed October, 31 2002 


Slingshot Newspaper 

Sponsored by Long Haul 
3124 Shattuck Ave. Berkeley CA 94705 


Phone: (510) 540-0751 
slingshot@tao.ca • http://www.tao.ca/-slingshot 


Cover: Afgani Prisoners of War detained in 
Guantanamo Bay Prison. 
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has been one of the earliest institutions to 
both fear and see the possibilities in swarming. 
John Arquilla co-authored ‘Swarming and the 
Future of Conflict’ two years ago for the think 
tank Rand Corp. and the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense. He sees swarming -- ‘a 
deliberately structured, coordinated, 
strategic way to strike from all directions’ - 
as spearheading a revolution in military 
affairs. The military has much to learn from 
Critical Mass,’ he writes in an e-mail. ‘I used to 
go up to San Francisco regularly to see this 
leaderless swarm of bicyclists bring traffic to 
a complete halt for two hours. Once I asked a 
police sergeant, as he stood observing by the 
Ferry Building, what he was going to do about 
this. He shrugged his shoulders and asked 
back, 'What would you have me do?"' 

Little did we know that the US government 
was snooping while we were whooping. 
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AIF member’s Baltimore 
house raided Anti-racist 28 


On Tuesday July 30, 2002 in Courtenay, 
British Columbia, members of the Royal 
Canadian Mounted Police, Canada's national 
police agency raided the home and office of 
David Barbarash, Animal Liberation Front 
member. 

The search and seizure was carried out on 
behalf of law enforcement from two counties in 
the State of Maine, under the auspices of the 
Mutual Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters 
Treaty. The incidents being investigated 
actually took place three years ago and were 
relatively minor actions. Barbarash was 
neither charged or under investigation for any 
actions or crimes in Maine’s Kennebec and 
Sagadahoc counties. On November 13 a 
hearing took place in B.C. Supreme Court in 
Vancouver, discussing the warrant and its 
execution. 

Meanwhile all of David's seized property is 
being held until an order is passed for it to be 
sent to Maine. He is fighting to have the stuff 
returned. 

The ALF Press Office is seeking monetary 
donations to help cover legal expenses and the 
cost of replacing computers and software 
seized in. the search. Donations and requests 
for more info can be sent to: P.O. Box 3673 
Courtenay, BC V9N 7P1 Canada E-mail: 
naalfpo@tao.ca 


On August 24, 2002, 28 anti-racists were 
arrested in Baltimore while attempting to 
protest a meeting of the National Alliance, one 
of the larger neo-nazi groups in the U.S. Some 
two hundred racists were gathering there to 
meet before caravanning to their march and 
rally in Washington, D.C., later that day. 

As the anti-racist activists entered the 
parking lot of the meeting site, they were 
confronted by several police cars and 
eventually brought to the Southeast District 
station, where they were held for hours with 
no charges then transferred to Central 
Booking and kept for twenty-four hours, 
before receiving their papers. After being 
interviewed they were charged with rioting, 
aggravated assault, disorderly conduct, and 
possession of a deadly weapon. Some were 
released on their own recognizance while 
others received bail amounts upwards of 
$10,000. None of these activist had 
committed any crime. 

Since the arrests the State Attorney's 
office has decided not to prosecute, however 
these bogus charges remain on record and will 
need to be expunged. The 28 are trying to 
cover legal expenses and are seeking financial 
support. Please send legal support donations 
to: Black Planet Books 1621 Fleet St. 
Baltimore, MD 21231-2931 E-mail: 
antifalegal @ hotmail.com 
mu 
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throw in a one year subscription to Slingshot! 

Slingshot Volunteer Meeting 
Volunteers interested in getting involved with 
Slingshot can plug in on December 15 at 2 p.m. 
at the Long Haul in Berkeley (see below). 
Article Deadline And Next Issue Date 
Submit your articles for issue 77 by January 
24, 2003. We expect the issue out (cutely 
enough) on Valentines Day. (Z Oo0 \ 

Volume 1 , Number 76 Circulation JjOt©©©" 
Printed October, 31 2002 

Slingshot Newspaper 

Sponsored by Long Haul 
3124 Shattuck Ave. Berkeley CA 94705 
Phone: (510) 540-0751 
slingshot@tao.ca • http://www.tao.ca/-slingshot 

Cover: Afgani Prisoners of War detained in 
Guantanamo Bay Prison. 



Circulation Information 


Slingshot is free in the Bay Area and is 
available at Long Haul and Bound Together 
Books (1369 Haight St. in SF) and at many 
other places. Contact us if you want to 
distribute Slingshot for free in the Bay Area. 

Subscriptions to Slingshot are $1 (until the 
State is toppled) per issue (bulk mail pre- 
paid) or $2 for First Class Mail after the issue 
comes out. International is $2.50 an issue. 
Back issues are available. Amazing national 
free distribution program: Outside of the Bay 
Area, we’li mail free copies of Slingshot to 
distributors, infoshops and bookstores FREE 
in the U.S. if they give ’em out for free. 
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actions or crimes in Maine s Kennebec and 
Sagadahoc counties. On November 13 a 
hearing took place in B.C. Supreme Court in 
Vancouver, discussing the warrant and its 
execution. 

Meanwhile all of David's seized property is 
being held until an order is passed for it to be 
sent to Maine. He is fighting to have the stuff 
returned. 

The ALF Press Office is seeking monetary 
donations to help cover legal expenses and the 
cost of replacing computers and software 
seized in. the search. Donations and requests 
for more info can be sent to: P.O. Box 3673 
Courtenay, BC V9N 7P1 Canada E-mail: 
naalfpo@tao.ca 




before receiving their papers. After being 
interviewed they were charged with rioting, 
aggravated assault, disorderly conduct, and 
possession of a deadly weapon. Some were 
released on their own recognizance while 
others received bail amounts upwards of 
$10,000. None of these activist had 
committed any crime. 

Since the arrests the State Attorney's 
office has decided not to prosecute, however 
these bogus charges remain on record and will 
need to be expunged. The 28 are trying to 
cover legal expenses and are seeking financial 
support. Please send legal support donations 
to: Black Planet Books 1621 Fleet St. 
Baltimore, MD 21231-2931 E-mail: 
antifalegal@hotmail.com g 
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BASTARD (Berkeley Anarchist Students 
of Theory And Research & Development) 
presents the 3rd annual BASTARD Anarchist 
Theory Conference. The conference will be 
Sunday, March 30th, the day after the San 
Francisco Anarchist Book Fair. This year the 
emphasis will be on an anarchist economics with 
an entire track dedicated to analysis of 
economics today, visions of a future economics, 
and theories of anarchist economics that 
differentiate it from market, utopian, and 
Marxist theories of economics. 

Proposals on other topics will also be 
considered. Please send workshop proposals 
to bastard@angrynerds.com or mail to: ASG 
c/o the Long Haul, 3124 Shattuck Ave., 
Berkeley, CA 94705 
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For Artistic purposes only 
— do not try this at home! 

Come to the Long Haul’s Second annual 
Anarchist Crush Night on Valentine’s Day, 
2003! They’ll be sexy party games, music, 
food plus our exclusive matching service which 
allows you anonymously to see if that certain 
crusty someone might like you, too. The first 
Crush Night last year took a few days to 
recover from, after horny party-goers 
smeared all our free lube on eachother in an 
outrageous display of . . . what was that all 
about again? At least one couple who hooked 
up last year is still together, and they both 
even work in the Slingshot Collective!!! Please 
keep in mind that you must work out your 
polyamory issues BEFORE Crush Night. 
Better get to work on that right now! The 
party will start at Long Haul, 3124 Shattuck 
in Berkeley right after Critical Mass Bike Ride 
(about 8 p.m.) 



I by xxxtra olestra 


The anarchist Do-It-Yourself ethic has 
(succeeded in creating a flourishing 
I counterculture. The scene excels at developing 
(low-tech solutions to the consumerist, 
| petroleum-based mainstream, simple designs 
based on recycled materials that aim at being 
I user-friendly. 

However, I think this success comes at a 
I price: passionate activists put so much time 
into specific projects that little thought is 
devoted to critiquing how the entrenched 
countercultural lifestyle actually meets - or 
doesn't meet-people's needs. This scene is, 
undoubtedly, a scene, and it is not particularly 
open or inviting to new people. The scene 
takes on mythological proportions, and people 
feel they have to live up to certain standards in 
order to participate. Everybody is different, 
but people censor and mold what they show to 
a scene in order to fit in. This perpetuates the 
myth of homogeneity, and turns off people who 
| can't or don't feel like doing the work to fit in. 

Many people don't want to take on the 
I emotional trip of feeling like the odd one out. 
It is a struggle to attend events where you feel 
like you're the only person representing, where 
I you are perceived as 'different' and either 
I fetishized or considered dangerous, scary, 
(complicated, and thus ignored. It hurts to feel 
|iike. you have to put on an act, to go into the 
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closet, in order to be comfortable in a group. A 

scene where people feel bad for not fitting in 
is little more than a mimicry of the mainstream, 
one subculture out of many. The folks closing 
people out of the scene are the same folks who 
are shut out of some aspect of mainstream 
culture. At some point, everybody puts on an 
act in order to fit in. 

In reality, all kinds of people are doing all 
kinds of different things, whether they are 
underground or out about their actions. 
People are much more complex than this model 
of homogenous subcultures. People do take 
risks, make decisions and go places they're not 
‘supposed’ to. Unless you talk to somebody 
and they choose to tell you, you can’t always see 
that 'white' boy’s Mexican dad, that ‘straight’ 
girl’s lesbian parents, that ‘able-bodied’ 
person's disability, that ‘suburban’ punk’s 
welfare childhood. Perhaps you have not ‘seen’ 
that person of color within ‘the activist scene’, 
even though they have been at every major 
protest for 20 years. 

The energy and time required to (re)build 
organizations and physical infrastructure from 
the ground up means that this type of 
revolutionary actions comes most easily to 
certain people, who are able bodied, young, 
frequently white and from middle class 
backgrounds, and with few commitments other 
than this radical lifestyle. Many do-it-yourself 
activists do recognize the limited potential of 


a homogenous scene-but people seem to be 
forgetting that homogeneity is the very nature 
of a countercultural lifestyle! 

Sharing a lifestyle, particularly one based on 
political convictions, is a way of finding 
support in the midst of a callous world. What 
is a lifestyle, but simply a set of actions folks 



take to meet their living needs; a radical 
political lifestyle gives political purpose to 
fulfilling this particular set of actions. 
However, everybody has different needs. 


Placing too much importance on living a 
lifestyle as a political act means that folks are - 
judged as 'less revolutionary' when they make 
decisions that aren't in line with the political 
rhetoric- or simply that there is no room for 
them within the scene. 

Overt judgments come down hard when 
people are open about making decisions not in 
line with prescribed do-it-yourself anarchist 
rhetoric. People are judged for the kind of 
healthcare they use, the kind of job they get, 
the projects they take on, where they choose to 
live. Few decisions are easy when you're trying 
to balance political connotations and personal 
needs. To me, it's important that people 
question the models they're given-whether 
within the mainstream or within the 
counterculture-and make decisions that truly 
reflect their needs, rather than struggling to 
fit their life into a box. Talking about motives 
behind a decision may lead to positive, even 
revolutionary personal change (for everybody 
involved), while dissing a decision will more 
likely piss somebody off and make them feel 
unwelcome. 

Other folks struggle within the DIY scene, 
or are simply not there, because the 
entrenched DIY lifestyle doesn't meet their 
needs. People running the scene engines are 
too self-focused, too passionate about the 
current state of things, or to politically rigid 
to think about changing course. For example, 
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on page 
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couniercuuurai mesiyie aciuany meets - or 
doesn't meet-people's needs. This scene is, 
undoubtedly, a scene, and it is not particularly 
open or inviting to new people. The scene 
takes on mythological proportions, and people 
feel they have to live up to certain standards in 
order to participate. Everybody is different, 
but people censor and mold what they show to 
a scene in order to fit in. This perpetuates the 
myth of homogeneity, and turns off people who 
I can't or don't feel like doing the work to fit in. 

Many people don't want to take on the 
I emotional trip of feeling like the odd one out. 
It is a struggle to attend events where you feel 
like you're the only person representing, where 
you are perceived as 'different' and either 
Ifetishized or considered dangerous, scary, 
[complicated, and thus ignored. It hurts to feel 
[like, you have to put on an act, to go into the 


risks, make decisions ana go places mey re nor 
'supposed' to. Unless you talk to somebody 
and they choose to tell you, you can’t always see 
that ‘white’ boy’s Mexican dad, that 'straight' 
girl’s lesbian parents, that ‘able-bodied’ 
person’s disability, that ‘suburban’ punk’s 
welfare childhood. Perhaps you have not ‘seen’ 
that person of color within ‘the activist scene’, 
even though they have been at every major 
protest for 20 years. 

The energy and time required to (re)build 
organizations and physical infrastructure from 
the ground up means that this type of 
revolutionary actions comes most easily to 
certain people, who are able bodied, young, 
frequently white and from middle class 
backgrounds, and with few commitments other 
than this radical lifestyle. Many do-it-yourself 
activists do recognize the limited potential of 



take to meet their living needs; a radical, 
political lifestyle gives political purpose to 
fulfilling this particular set of actions. 
However, everybody has different needs. 


to oaiance political connotations and personal 
needs. To me, it's important that people 
question the models they're given-whether 
within the mainstream or within the 
counterculture-and make decisions that truly 
reflect their needs, rather than struggling to 
fit their life into a box. Talking about motives 
behind a decision may lead to positive, even 
revolutionary personal change (for everybody 
involved), while dissing a decision will more 
likely piss somebody off and make them feel 
unwelcome. 

Other folks struggle within the DIY scene, 
or are simply not there, because the 
entrenched DIY lifestyle doesn't meet their 
needs. People running the scene engines are 
too self-focused, too passionate about the 
current state of things, or to politically rigid 
to think about changing course. For example, 
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j By Pietmoss, Tillie T. & Tomkat 

Underground dance parties often take place 
I in unusual locations - underneath highway 
overpasses, inside boxcars, under bridges - 
anywhere we can get away with it. However, 
until now, none had been held at the gates of 
| the Nevada Test Site (NTS) where the 
! United State tests its nuclear weapons of 
I mass destruction. On October 11, DJs and 
musicians from S.P.A.Z., 5lowershop, 
R.A.T.S.T.A.R., Havoc, Katabatik, and 
Subversive Soundz gathered for Unchained 
Reaction!, an elektronik, anti-nuclear 
resist.dance party at the Nevada Test Site to 
resist nuclear weapons testing and nuclear 
dumping on native lands. The dance party was 
part of the Action for Nuclear Abolition, a 
larger gathering which included the Family 
Spirit Walk, an 800 mile walk from Los Alamos' 
(the birth place of the atom bomb) to the 
NTS; an anti-nuclear weapons conference in 
Las Vegas; and a six day gathering at the Test 
Site that included trainings, ceremonies, and 
I direct actions. 


terms of a colonial relationship between a 
subjugated nation and a colonial power, is at 
the heart of the struggle over reclaiming the 
Nevada Test Site as part of Newe Sogobia, 
the traditional land of the Western Shoshone. 

The conflict over land began with the 
discovery of gold in California in 1849, which 
prompted hundreds of thousands of 
Americans to head for the west coast. In 1849 
alone, over 60,000 Americans traveled through 
Newe Sogobia, depleting food sources and 
instigating conflicts with the Shoshone. The 
Shoshones retaliated against the invaders by 
raiding the wagon trains to take weapons and 
horses. 

In order to facilitate the appropriation of 
natural resources by settler society the 
United States government negotiated the 
Treaty of Ruby Valley, signed on October 1, 
1863 which affirmed the Newe’s title to their 
ar.cestral land, Newe Sogobia (‘the peoples’ 
earth mother’), which extends from the Snake 
River in Idaho, across most of Nevada, and into 
Southern California. This title legally remains 


presidential orders have pushed the Shoshone 
off their land. The establishment of the 
Nevada Test Site provides an excellent 
example of this process. 

President Franklin Roosevelt originally set 
aside part of Newe Sogobia as an artillery and 
gunnery range through executive order 8578 
in 1940. Of course, nobody bothered to ask 
the Newe (Western Shoshone) people, within 
whose treaty-guaranteed territory the entire 
facility was established, whether they felt this 
was an acceptable use of their land, or whether 
they were even willing to have it designated as 
part of the U.S. “public domain” for any 
purpose. 

Instead, in 1952, the Atomic Energy 
Commission designated 435,000 acres in the 
Yucca Flats area of Nellis as a “Nevada Test 
Site” and started what by now add up to 
nearly a thousand atmospheric and 
underground nuclear test detonations. In 
1961, they added another 318,000 acres, 
bringing the total to 735,000. In 1973 the 
United States aovernment offered the 


The Western Shoshone national council has 
refused this payment, and the money has sat in 
an Interior Department trust account since. 

The Western Shoshone have fought against 
this encroachment in many ways, including 
lawsuits in U.S. courts, by sending a delegation 
to Geneva, Switzerland, to speak with 
members of the United Nations’ Committee on 
the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, and, 
when necessary, through armed resistance. 
The annual Action for Nuclear Abolition is 
another example of Shoshone resistance. 
UNCHAINED REACTION! 

But the question remains: was it a great 
party? Well it was great for us. Everybody 
turned in great sets of inspiring music, even if 
much of the audience had never heard 
electronic music before, let alone breakcore. 
Katherine Blossom, a native elder said of us, “I 
don’t pray like anybody else I know, it is good 
to see that these people pray in their own way 
as well.” Music is our alchemy, and after we 
heard the extremely banal new age earthdance 
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| By Pietmoss, Tillie T. & Tomkat 

Underground dance parties often take place 
[in unusual locations - underneath highway 
overpasses, inside boxcars, under bridges - 
anywhere we can get away with it. However, 
until now, none had been held at the gates of 
the Nevada Test Site (NTS) where the 
United State tests its nuclear weapons of 
mass destruction. On October 11, DJs and 
musicians from S.P.A.Z., 5lowershop, 
R.A.T.S.T.A.R., Havoc, Katabatik, and 
Subversive Soundz gathered for Unchained 
Reaction!, an elektronik, anti-nuclear 
resist.dance party at the Nevada Test Site to 
resist nuclear weapons testing and nuclear 
dumping on native lands. The dance party was 
part of the Action for Nuclear Abolition, a 
larger gathering which included the Family 
Spirit Walk, an 800 mile walk from Los Alamos 1 
(the birth place of the atom bomb) to the 
NTS; an anti-nuclear weapons conference in 
Las Vegas; and a six day gathering at the Test 
Site that included trainings, ceremonies, and 
direct actions. 

The 500 people who went to the Nevada 
| Test Site for the Action for Nuclear Abolition 
(ANA) were there to oppose testing of 
[ nuclear weapons and the dumping of high-level 
j nuclear waste, as is proposed at nearby Yucca 
I Mountain. Indeed the proposed shipping and 
dumping of 77,000 tons of highly radioactive 
waste at Yucca Mountain, a sacred site for the 
Western Shoshone, instigated Unchained 
I Reaction! 

Many who participated in the ANA view 
I these anti-nuclear protests as part of the 
struggle for the rights of indigenous people in 
the United States. Author/activist Ward 
I Churchill has challenged “the Left” to work 
I with indigenous peoples in the United States 
I to resolve the Native American land question. 

I The colonization of indigenous peoples must be 
I addressed in order avoid the duplication of the 
I colonialist/settler mentality in social relations 
I between Native Americans and white radicals. 
(This land question, which can be understood in 


terms of a colonial relationship between a 
subjugated nation and a colonial power, is at 
the heart of the struggle over reclaiming the 
Nevada Test Site as part of Newe Sogobia, 
the traditional land of the Western Shoshone. 

The conflict over land began with the 
discovery of gold in California in 1849, which 
prompted hundreds of thousands of 
Americans to head for the west coast. In 1849 
alone, over 60,000 Americans traveled through 
Newe Sogobia, depleting food sources and 
instigating conflicts with the Shoshone. The 
Shoshones retaliated against the invaders by 
raiding the wagon trains to take weapons and 
horses. 

In order to facilitate the appropriation of 
natural resources by settler society the 
United States government negotiated the 
Treaty of Ruby Valley, signed on October 1, 
1863 which affirmed the Newe’s title to their 
ancestral land, Newe Sogobia (‘the peoples' 
earth mother’), which extends from the Snake 
River in Idaho, across most of Nevada, and into 
Southern California. This title legally remains 
in place; however, the combination of a 
phenomenon called “gradual encroachment” and 


presidential orders have pushed the Shoshone 
off their land. The establishment of the 
Nevada Test Site provides an excellent 
example of this process. 

President Franklin Roosevelt originally set 
aside part of Newe Sogobia as an artillery and 
gunnery range through executive order 8578 
in 1940. Of course, nobody bothered to ask 
the Newe (Western Shoshone) people, within 
whose treaty-guaranteed territory the entire 
facility was established, whether they felt this 
was an acceptable use of their land, or whether 
they were even willing to have it designated as 
part of the U.S. “public domain” for any 
purpose. 

Instead, in 1952, the Atomic Energy 
Commission designated 435,000 acres in the 
Yucca Flats area of Nellis as a “Nevada Test 
Site” and started what by now add up to 
nearly a thousand atmospheric and 
underground nuclear test detonations. In 
1961, they added another 318,000 acres, 
bringing the total to 735,000. In 1973 the 
United States government offered the 
Western Shoshone $26 million for the land 
that includes Yucca Mountain and the NTS. 
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The Western Shoshone national council has 
refused this payment, and the money has sat in 
an Interior Department trust account since. 

The Western Shoshone have fought against 
this encroachment in many ways, including 
lawsuits in U.S. courts, by sending a delegation 
to Geneva, Switzerland, to speak with 
members of the United Nations’ Committee on 
the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, and, 
when necessary, through armed resistance. 
The annual Action for Nuclear Abolition is 
another example of Shoshone resistance. 
UNCHAINED REACTION! 

But the question remains: was it a great 
party? Well it was great for us. Everybody 
turned in great sets of inspiring music, even if 
much of the audience had never heard 
electronic music before, let alone breakcore. 
Katherine Blossom, a native elder said of us, “I 
don’t pray like anybody else I know, it is good 
to see that these people pray in their own way 
as well.” Music is our alchemy, and after we 
heard the extremely banal new age earthdance 
prayer for peace on Saturday we knew for 
certain that we can only be a part of prayer 
for peace that we make on our own terms. Our 
prayers shake the earth with bass. 

We heard many stories and attended a 
sunrise ceremony as part of the direct action 
trespass on the NTS. Listening to Shoshone 
cultural stories, we were inspired to think of 
the stories that guide our lives and history 
that we share within our subculture. They 
prayed for the simple things every sunrise: the 
air, water, earth, fire, and all the animals that 
once walked the land, both thanking and 
honoring their energies in our lives. This is one 
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Vayan Todos 


Oue No 


The city of Buenos Aires, Argentina was 
ablaze with protest December 19th and 20th 
of 2001. The demonstrators were enraged 
with the falling economy and called for the 
resignation of the economic minister and the 
president, expressing themselves through 
marches to the capital, the traditional Madres 
de la Plaza de Mayo, grocery store looting, and 
outright street fighting. Overwhelmingly the 
chant heard on the streets those days and one 
that continues among popular assemblies and 
street demonstrations is, “Que se vayan todos, 
que no quede ni uno solo,” which roughly 
translates to “They all must go. Don’t leave 
even one there”. 

This cry calls for the resignation of all 
politicians and an end to the political 
corruption. To Argentines this was not an 
empty demand — they wanted every single 
politician to step down, but they did not plan 
to let their country fall into chaos. They hoped 
to form a very organized anarchy, facilitated 
through popular assemblies, resembling other 
historical examples such as the Paris 
communes, the Juntas in Spain, Popular 


demonstrations of December 19th and 20th 
and started spontaneously, not by any specific 
organization or group. There are anywhere 
from 60 to 80 assemblies in Buenos Aires, with 
some in each of the five boroughs of the city, 
with more starting every day in and out of 
town. They function by having one weekly 
meeting and creating working groups such as 
women’s issues, health, education, solidarity, 
and protection. The interbarrio, where 
different assemblies get together and meet 
weekly, usually hosts three assemblies at a 
time, where each assemblea has the option to 
bring up their own proposals, and decisions are 
voted upon by a simple majoritarian basis. 

The assemblies are an important and 
refreshingly new part of a long term effort, 
waged by many social groups including Poder 
Cuidadano (Citizen Power), to curb the 
profound corruption of Argentine politicians 
like Carlos Menem. The widespread lack of 
faith in politicians was demonstrated in June 
when over half of the Argentine population, in a 
poll by the Buenos Aires newspaper Clarin X, 
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By Jenny S 


Uno Solo 


Recent demonstrations against the IMF 
have brought out Argentines burning the 
K American flag , and many demonstrators 
" carry signs that read "Out Yankees!" 


all Argentine politicians are 


agreed 
thieves. 

The assemblies are demanding an end to 
such corruption, but they are also consciously 
excluding any leftist party influence from the 
neighborhood meetings, so that the assemblies 
will not be co-opted by the similarly notoriously 
corrupt left. Many of the regular members of 
the assemblies are not long-term political 
actors, although some members do come from 
communist, Marxist, and even anarchist 




traditions. The critique of representative 
democracy coming from the assemblies does 
not come solely from an academic perspective, 
party line, or even an intellectual critique. The 
move towards direct democracy comes from an 
honest and urgent need for change that cannot 
and will not be met by representative 
democracy. They find no possibility for change 
within the current system, and see self 
community organizing as their last option. 
Argentina and the Global Economy 
Arqentina is not the site of one small 
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The city of Buenos Aires, Argentina was 
ablaze with protest December 19th and 20 th 
of 2001. The demonstrators were enraged 
with the falling economy and called for the 
resignation of the economic minister and the 
president, expressing themselves through 
marches to the capital, the traditional Madres 
de la Plaza de Mayo, grocery store looting, and 
outright street fighting. Overwhelmingly the 
chant heard on the streets those days and one 
that continues among popular assemblies and 
street demonstrations is, “Que se Mayan todos, 
que no quede ni uno solo," which roughly 
translates to “They all must go. Don’t leave 
even one there”. 

This cry calls for the resignation of all 
politicians and an end to the political 
corruption. To Argentines this was not an 
empty demand — they wanted every single 
politician to step down, but they did not plan 
to let their country fall into chaos. They hoped 
to form a very organized anarchy, facilitated 
through popular assemblies, resembling other 
historical examples such as the Paris 
communes, the Juntas in Spain, Popular 
Assemblies in Bolivia, and the Popular 
Parliament in Ecuador. 

The protests in December were successful 
enough to cause both the economic minister, 
Domingo Cavallo, and the president, Fernando 
de la Rua, to step down, as well as three more 
successive presidents. This popular coup was 
one of the very first in Latin American history 
to be enacted by the people, as opposed to 
militaries or foreign governments. The 
movement that exploded on the 19th and 20 th, 
which left up to thirty demonstrators dead, 
did not begin or end on those days. What have 
Argentine political organizers been doing since 
December? What is the significance of the 
situation in Argentina for organizers in the 
United States? 

Many different elements of the Argentine 
society have been involved in social and political 
organizing. (See Sidebar.) Demonstrators 
continue to mobilize daily, criticizing the 
economic situation, the intervention of the 
International Monetary Fund, the Free Trade 
Area of the Americas, and to work for real 
democracy, jobs, living wages, and simple 
electricity. 

Popular Assembly Movement 
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demonstrations of December 19th and 20th 
and started spontaneously, not by any specific 
organization or group. There are anywhere 
from 60 to 80 assemblies in Buenos Aires, with 
some in each of the five boroughs of the city, 
with more starting every day in and out of 
town. They function by having one weekly 
meeting and creating working groups such as 
women’s issues, health, education, solidarity, 
and protection. The interbarrio, where 
different assemblies get together and meet 
weekly, usually hosts three assemblies at a 
time, where each assemblea has the option to 
bring up their own proposals, and decisions are 
voted upon by a simple majoritarian basis. 

The assemblies are an important and 
refreshingly new part of a long term effort, 
waged by many social groups including Poder 
Cuidadano (Citizen Power), to curb the 
profound corruption of Argentine politicians 
like Carlos Menem. The widespread lack of 
faith in politicians was demonstrated in June 
when over half of the Argentine population, in a 
poll by the Buenos Aires newspaper Clarin X, 
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have brought out Argentines burning the 
American flag, and many demonstrators 


| carry signs that read 


Argentine politicians are 


agreed 
thieves. 

The assemblies are demanding an end to 
such corruption, but they are also consciously 
excluding any leftist party influence from the 
neighborhood meetings, so that the assemblies 
will not be co-opted by the similarly notoriously 
corrupt left. Many of the regular members of 
the assemblies are not long-term political 
actors, although some members do come from 
communist, Marxist, and even anarchist 
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^ Piqueteros 


Who are the organizations and social groups 
that have made this kind of success possible? 


j The piqueteros are working class 
demonstrators who come from the poorer 
•Sy sections and outskirts of the city. They have 
been using street blocking tactics for over a 
4 §» decade to call attention to their lack of jobs, 
food, and access to water and electricity. They 
& are most well known for blocking streets 
2 through the burning of tires. In addition to the 
TT recent demands for food and housing, they 
g have long been involved in take-overs of oil 
refineries, factories, and businesses such as 
real estate and construction that have refused 
4£ to pay their workers. Perhaps the most 
militant and strongest of the piqueteros are 
the Corriente Classista Combativa (CCC), the 
Bloque National Piquetero, and Anibel Veron. 
If An increase in state repression has undermined 
2 th e successes of these groups. In July, two 
2 piqueteros, Maximiliano Kosteki and Dario 
4y Santillan, from Anibel Veron, were murdered 


glass bottles together, bank workers, men in 
suits, and middle aged women in overcoats who 
bring hammers to smash the walls of their 
targets: Bank of Boston, Citibank, Banelco, 
and Banco Frances. The middle class uniquely 
suffers from the devaluation of the peso, 
because the rich have most of their money 
safely hidden in foreign banks, and the poor 
have never had enough money to store in 
savings. There is working class resentment 
towards the ahorrista movement because they 
are merely demanding their money back, and 


traditions. The critique of representative 
democracy coming from the assemblies does 
not come solely from an academic perspective, 
party line, or even an intellectual critique. The 
move towards direct democracy comes from an 
honest and urgent need for change that cannot 
and will not be met by representative 
democracy. They find no possibility for change 
within the current system, and see self 
community organizing as their last option. 
Argentina and the Global Economy 
Argentina is not the site of one small 
resistance movement. Argentines are fully 
aware of a long term worldwide movement 
against neoliberalism and their participation 
' *^£and connection to that movement. 
^Demonstrators confront International 
^Monetary Fund (IMF) representatives every 
3 time they come to Buenos Aires, such as during 
3 the first week in August when IMF reps were 
]|met by 10,000 people in the streets telling 

2 them to go home. An enormous demonstration 
on the border between Argentina and Brazil in 
July visualized a joint resistance to the 

4 g impending Free Trade Area of the Americas 
^(FTAA) treaty. 

Argentines blame their desperate economic 
^ situation on the IMF — and increasingly blame 

3 the United States as well, for their complicity 
* and support of IMF regulations, neoliberal 

policies, and US corporations. Recent 
4^ demonstrations against the IMF have brought 


are not calling for a revolutionary change in u^u„,wi imi nave 

politics. After all, it is the working class who 4^ out Argentines burning the American flag, and 
truly suffers when middle class business 4 ^ many demonstrators carry signs that read 
owners cannot take enough money out of the 43 0ut Yankees!” 

banks to pay their employees. Tj Despite the fact that the collective voice in 

Unionists (Gremialistas) ^Argentina is against the IMF, IMF-required 

Tsfree-market regulations and austerity 
4$ measures continue to be pushed right throuqh 


The two largest union organizations are the 
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weekly, usually hosts three assemblies at a 
time, where each assemblea has the option to 
bring up their own proposals, and decisions are 
voted upon by a simple majoritarian basis. 

The assemblies are an important and 
refreshingly new part of a long term effort, 
waged by many social groups including Poder 
Cuidadano (Citizen Power), to curb the 
profound corruption of Argentine politicians 
like Carlos Menem. The widespread lack of 
faith in politicians was demonstrated in June 
when over half of the Argentine population, in a 
poll by the Buenos Aires newspaper Clarin X, 
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The assemblies are demanding an end to 
such corruption, but they are also consciously 
excluding any leftist party influence from the 
neighborhood meetings, so that the assemblies 
will not be co-opted by the similarly notoriously 
corrupt left. Many of the regular members of 
the assemblies are not long-term political 
actors, although some members do come from 
communist, Marxist, and even anarchist 
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through the burning of tires. In addition to the 
jT recent demands for food and housing, they 
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7T Santillan, from Anibel Veron, were murdered 
4? by Argentine police. 

4 Ahorristas/ Cacerolistas 

4 This middle class movement is fueled by the 
4^* l° ss money in their savings accounts, and a 
4g> monthly limit on how much money can be taken 
4 ^ out. Most of the middle class has lost more 


^ than a third of their savings, because the value 


of the P eso has fallen in reference to the US 
dollar. The ahorristas, or those who have their 
4 savings in the banks, began demonstrating this 
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CGT (General Workers Center) and the CTA 
(Center of Argentine Workers). The unions 
had little to no input in the demonstrations 
that took place in December, but have since 
been mobilizing steadily, calling strikes 
monthly. Both organizations are a mixture of 
thousands of different unions and tend to 
represent the voice of the workers, albeit 
often a coerced and even unrealistic voice. 
Hugo Moyano, who presides over the CGT, 
originally came out against the IMF, but he has 


4^ the Argentine Congress. The resist: 
4^ movement is strong and visible, yet everyo 
^Argentina knows that the IMF has the 
^ power. The IMF forces Argentina to 


jlaws — against its people’s will — 


J condition for obtaining further IMF loans, 
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“ of which are only required to pay intere; 
4t existing international debts. 

4* Meanwhile, the economic crisis is expar 
4^ across South America through Brazil, Ecu: 
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enough to cause both the economic minister, 
Domingo Cavallo, and the president, Fernando 
de la Rua, to step down, as well as three more 
successive presidents. This popular coup was 
one of the very first in Latin American history 
to be enacted by the people, as opposed to 
militaries or foreign governments. The 
movement that exploded on the 19th and 20 th, 
which left up to thirty demonstrators dead, 
did not begin or end on those days. What have 
Argentine political organizers been doing since 
December? What is the significance of the 
situation in Argentina for organizers in the 
United States? 

Many different elements of the Argentine 
society have been involved in social and political 
organizing. (See Sidebar.) Demonstrators 
continue to mobilize daily, criticizing the 
economic situation, the intervention of the 
International Monetary Fund, the Free Trade 
Area of the Americas, and to work for real 
democracy, jobs, living wages, and simple 
electricity. 

Popular Assembly Movement 

Argentine communities have converged to 
help solve their problems together through 
self-organized popular assemblies. In every 
neighborhood, community members, students, 
workers, unemployed, middle class, and older 
folks, get together once a week. The meetings 
are held in the streets at night in order to be 
accessible to as many as possible. They shut 
down the road, put up a banner, and bring out 
a sound system with a microphone so that 
everyone has a chance to talk. People from 
other assemblies come to give updates and 
announcements and to discuss how to work 
together. The assembles plans community 
events, solidarity marches, and discussions on 
the movement. The police, of course, make their 
presence known, but more importantly, so do 
the unemployed, the homeless, and the 
otherwise struggling. The assembles has also 
become a soap box for the voices of those 
suffering the most at this moment of crisis. 

There are several stories about the 
origins of the assemblea. By all accounts, the 
community meetings were inspired by the 
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Who are the organizations and social groups 
tx that have made this kind of success possible? 

]T Piqueteros 

2* The piqueteros are working class 
demonstrators who come from the poorer 

* sections and outskirts of the city. They have 
been using street blocking tactics for over a 

4 g» decade to call attention to their lack of jobs, 

4 ^ food, and access to water and electricity. They 
are most well known for blocking streets 
TT through the burning of tires. In addition to the 
JT recent demands for food and housing, they 
have long been involved in take-overs of oil 
4? refineries, factories, and businesses such as 
real estate and construction that have refused 
4f to pay their workers. Perhaps the most 
4 ^. militant and strongest of the piqueteros are 
the Corriente Classista Combativa (CCC), the 
TT Bloque Nacional Piquetero, and Anibel Veron. 

2T An increase in state repression has undermined 
2 the successes of these groups. In July, two 
piqueteros, Maximiliano Kosteki and Dario 
Santillan, from Anibel Veron, were murdered 

# by Argentine police. 

4f Ahorristas/ Cacerolistas 

This middle class movement is fueled by the 
4 g> loss of money in their savings accounts, and a 
jgL monthly limit on how much money can be taken 
out. Most of the middle class has lost more 
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targets: Bank of Boston, Citibank, Banelco, 
and Banco Frances. The middle class uniquely 


4^ on the border between Argentina and Brazil in 
4 ^ July visualized a joint resistance to the 
suffers from the devaluation of the peso, 4^ impending Free Trade Area of the Americas 
because the rich have most of their money 4 § (FTAA) treaty. 
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have never had enough money to store in jj situation on the IMF and increasingly blame 
savings. There is working class resentment 2 ^ n ‘t e d States as well, for their complicity 

Tj and support of IMF regulations, neoliberal 
4* policies, and US corporations. Recent 
4^ demonstrations against the IMF have brought 
^ out Argentines burning the American flag, and 
2 many demonstrators carry signs that read 
2 “Out Yankees!” 
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2 than a third of their savings, because the value 
2* of the peso has fallen in reference to the US 
o’ dollar. The ahorristas, or those who have their 
4^ savings in the banks, began demonstrating this 
4^ December by taking to the banking district 
with ferocity, smashing sticks and hammers 
against the walls of the banks. They are also 
«a called cacerolistas (well known for banging 
2 pots and pans together) and have turned the 
2 * banking district from a commercial zone into a 
political forum. Thousands of flyers about 
4§* protests litter the streets and wheatpastes 
4 ^ cover the walls of former banks announcing 
4 §» their demands. Tin protects all of the foreign 
4 ^ banks and the ones that are still functioning 
a must be accessed through a tiny door with a 
Jguard. 

2 The actors in this movement include mothers 
4yclanking their pots, grandfathers smashing 


towards the ahorrista movement because they 
are merely demanding their money back, and 
are not calling for a revolutionary change in 
politics. After all, it is the working class who 
truly suffers when middle class business 
owners cannot take enough money out of the 
banks to pay their employees. 

Unionists (Gremialistas) 

The two largest union organizations are the 
CGT (General Workers Center) and the CTA 
(Center of Argentine Workers). The unions 
had little to no input in the demonstrations 
that took place in December, but have since 
been mobilizing steadily, calling strikes 
monthly. Both organizations are a mixture of 
thousands of different unions and tend to 
represent the voice of the workers, albeit 
often a coerced and even unrealistic voice. 
Hugo Moyano, who presides over the CGT, 
originally came out against the IMF, but he has 
since changed his opinion. Most consider 
Moyano a politician; well known in Argentina to 
be exceedingly corrupt, and it seems likely that 
his hands are very deep within the politician’s 
pockets. 

Movements such as the Mothers of the May 
Plaza and the MTD (Unemployed Workers 
Movement) have also played a crucial role in 


3 Despite the fact that the collective voice in 
^Argentina is against the IMF, IMF-required 
^5free-market regulations and austerity 
^measures continue to be pushed right through 
4 ^ the Argentine Congress. The resistance 
^ movement is strong and visible, yet everyone in 
^ Argentina knows that the IMF has the real 
J power. The IMF forces Argentina to enact 
2 laws — against its people’s 


will 


as a 


^ condition for obtaining further IMF loans, many 

of which are only required to pay interest on 

4j existing international debts. 

4» Meanwhile, the economic crisis is expanding 

4 ^ across South America through Brazil, Ecuador, 

^ Uruguay and Paraguay. Argentina, once the 

3 model for IMF free market reforms, now 

2 suffers from 25% unemployment, a 75% 

2 devaluation of the peso, and hyperinflation, 

2 with no relief in sight. In Brazil, South 

4? America’s largest economy, the value of its 

4$ currency the real has dropped more than 20% 
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Continued from page 4 § 

their economies, but are already drowning in 
debt. Ecuador’s debt amounts to 16 billion 
dollars, which is equivalent to 95% of the 
country’s Gross Domestic Product (GDP). 

US activists must even more urgently 
denounce IMF intervention abroad. South 
Americans have made the connections obvious, 
by very clearly condemning U.S. support of 
IMF backed structural adjustments and free 
market reforms which have only further 
strangled South American economies. These 
policies transfer vast amounts of South 
American money and resources north in the 
form of debt payments, with nothing for the 
regular people in return. They are our era’s 
form of colonialism. 
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In the United States, we must make it clear 
that we deplore our government’s 
interventionalist push for neoliberal reforms. 
Demonstrations against the IMF and World 
Bank in Washington DC and around the world 
must denounce the IMF involvement in 
Argentina. Perhaps we should burn tires in the 
streets, learn Argentine union songs and bring 
hammers and tin sheets to demonstrations. In 
every way possible, we must use our access to 
international attention to support the 
demands of the Argentines. We must all insist, 
“IMF out of Argentina!”. 
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IMPENDING NUDITY 



CHEVRONTEXACO 


COSTS 

MILLIONS 


Nigeria, like most African nations, is plagued 
by the aftereffects of colonialism. While 
Nigeria is the fifth largest supplier of oil to 
the United States, 120 million of its citizens 
live in poverty and its government is one of the 
most corrupt in the world. 

Oil was discovered in Nigeria in the 1950’s 
and since that time the wealth from that oil, 
billions of dollars, has been kept from the 
population at large and concentrated in the 
hands of the elites. The vast bulk of the oil 
wealth of Nigeria is of course in the pockets of 
international oil companies like Royal Dutch 
Shell and ChevronTexaco. ChevronTexaco is 
currently building Africa's largest gas 
pipeline, a behemoth that will stretch from 
Nigeria to Senegal. 

For decades the people of Nigeria resisted 
multinational oil companies — from the fight of 
the Ogoni people and Ken Saro-Wiwa’s 


struggle and eventual execution in 1 995 to a 
September 2001 siege in which angry youths 
took over two crude oil production plants and 
damaged them. Violent protests have been 
endemic to Nigeria. 

But earlier this year a different type of 
protest took place. On July 15, 2002 in 
Eseravos, 600 women took over the main 
ChevronTexaco oil terminal. They trapped 
700 western employees inside and shut down 
the facility for ten days at a cost to 
ChevronTexaco of about $78 million. The 
women were able to do this by threatening to 
disrobe and demonstrate naked, female nudity 
being a traditional shaming gesture. Such a 
shaming would have humiliated and damned 
ChevronTexaco throughout the region. 

The women were demonstrating for their 
share of the oil wealth of their nation. They 
forced ChevronTexaco to negotiate on several 


points including; jobs for their sons, 
ChevronTexaco building electricity and water 
systems for their villages, building schools, 
clinics and town halls and helping to build fish 
and chicken farms. ChevronTexaco has said it 
would agree to these demands, but that 
remains to be seen. 

The seeming success of these women in their 
non-violent protest is especially remarkable in 
light of the harrowing conditions of all women 
in Nigeria. In the north, several states have 
adopted Sharia law (Islamic law) and women 
have been sentenced to death by stoning for 
adultery or more precisely, becoming preqnant 
out of wedlock. 

One woman, Safiya Husseini, has recently 
escaped her death sentence by becoming the 
citizen of another country. This avenue of 
escape is not open to many women, especially 
poor women. Another woman, Amina Lawal, had 



her death sentence upheld by the regional 
court in Katsina State and she is appealing to 
the high court in Nigeria. The federal 
government in Nigeria has declared the 
introduction of Sharia law unconstitutional but 
so far has not moved to stop the death by 
stoning sentences of several women. 

In cases of adultery it is the woman risks 
punishment under Sharia law — the man who 
got Amina Lawal pregnant was not prosecuted 
for lack of evidence. As Safiya Husseini said 
after her sentencing, “Only I will be punished 
because the injustice of the law is that men are 
not punished for impregnating women. I insist 
my crime is not adultery but pregnancy. Since 
only women can be pregnant this means that 
the real crime is being a woman.” 

It is extraordinary and inspiring that the 
600 women of Eseravos were able to commit 
such a courageous act of protest in a country 
where women are sentenced to death for 
conceiving a child outside of marriage. 







Page 6 • Slingshot • Winter 2002 


End capitalism — end war 


If you hope to oppose war without opposing the system that gives 
rise to it, you'll be demonstrating for a long time 


By Adam 

Once again, in an attempt to protect 
Western control over Middle East oil supplies, 
the titular head of US corporate capitalism, 
George W Bush, has presented the world with 
the vision of well-known bogey-man Saddam 
Hussein building up weapons of mass 
destruction. 

No doubt, in this world where “might is 
right”, the Iraq regime would like to arm itself, 
just like any other state, with the most 
destructive weapons it can afford, and it 
would not be at all surprising that it was 
trying to develop them. In Iraq’s case this 
would be so as to be able to throw its weight 
around more in the Middle East. But this is 
precisely America’s aim too. Hence the clash of 
interests. Bush and Blair want the Saddam 
regime out of the way because they see it as a 
threat to Western capitalism’s continued 
domination of the Middle East and its oil fields. 
It’s as simple as that. For them too, might is 
right, as they are itching to prove. 

Some of America’s allies believe that a war 
with Iraq will not protect their oil supplies or 
political stability and may in fact endanger 
them. Aware of this, Bush is now pursuing his 
campaign via the UN, clearly hoping that 
Iraq’s failure to comply with requests from UN 
weapons inspectors will provide the pretext he 


needs to justify an attack upon Iraq. He cites 
Iraq’s refusal to comply with UN resolutions as 
evidence of Saddam’s contempt for the world. 
Yet US ally Israel is in breach of as many UN 
resolutions as the errant Iraq. And the US 


itself has refused to accept a ruling from the 
International Court of Justice condemning its 
“unlawful use of force” during its terrorist 
war against Nicaragua, and for which it was 
also ordered to pay substantial reparations. 
Dismissing that particular ruling and refusing 


to pay, the US went on to intensify that 
assault. 

That the US is concerned with the chemical 
facilities Iraq might have is understandable. 
Saddam certainly has the technological know- 


how. It came courtesy of the US when they 
sponsored Saddam in his war with Iran. Back in 
1994, the United States Senate Committee on 
Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs produced 
a report entitled U.S. Chemical and Biological 
Warfare-Related Dual Use Exports to Iraq 


Call for a worldwide 



and their Possible Impact on the Health 
Consequences of the Persian Gulf War. It 
concluded: 

“The United States provided the 
Government of Iraq with ‘dual use’ licensed 
materials which assisted in the development of 
Iraqi chemical, biological, and missile-system 
programs, including: chemical warfare agent 
precursors; chemical warfare agent 
production facility plans and technical 
drawings.. .chemical warhead filling equipment; 
biological warfare related materials; missile 
fabrication equipment; and, missile-system 
guidance equipment” . 

We can further observe that the country 
with the biggest nuclear arsenal on Earth and 
the biggest stockpile of chemical weapons, and 
which has a proven track record of having used 
them, is the United States. Clearly, America 
doesn’t object to the stockpiling of weapons of 
mass destruction as such. It just wants itself 
and its allies to have a monopoly of them, not in 
the interests of world peace but in the 
interests of its world domination. 

1 here can be no other reason for the US 
obsession with Iraq than continuing control of 
Middle East oils supplies. What remains 
imprecise is the US game plan: to use Iraq as a 
springboard to capture Iran and thus secure a 
shorter and cheaper route to Gulf ports for 
Caspian oil, or maybe to get a tighter grip on 
Saudi oil lest there be an Islamic 
fundamentalist blowback resulting from the 
“war on terror”? You don’t think so? Then ask 
yourself if there’d be so much US concern if 
the Middle East just supplied dates. 
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By the Circle Day Cell 

It has long been clear that those at the helm 
of global capital are intent on steering us 
further into endless war. On the horizon, 
another mass murder, where the poor and 
powerless of different nations are ordered to 
kill each other for the benefit of the elite. 

Despite the propagandist long knives of the 
Bush/Blair administrations and their standing 
armies in the mass media, there is a remarkable 
degree of worldwide recalcitrance to these 
“leaders” and their schemes. In addition to 
numerous massive demonstrations around the 
world — which are under-reported by the 
media — military recruiting centers have been 
attacked and military-industrial corporations 
blockaded. And these are just two examples of 
many actions taken by people who’ve enlisted 
their arms and legs into the battle against 
unlimited war that so many of us are already 
fighting with our hearts and minds. 

This is a call for a week of action against the 
war apparatus during December 15-21, 2002. 

It ie nonoooorvz f r\r tho coI/q rvf thrie/a lAihrv 


Of course, the war machine literally does run 
on oil, and unlimited access to the oil fields of 
Iraq is a large priority of this war-to-be. For 
this reason, the headquarters and assets of oil 
companies should be considered legitimate 
targets as well. 

The editorial wings of the major media 
outlets certainly have much to gain from war. In 


December 15-21 



their official capacity as the mouthpiece of 
government and business, mass media outlets 
are a natural enemy of all of us in opposition to 
war. The history of radical action against the 
media is storied and diverse. Resistors of 
every stripe have sanitized newspaper boxes 
and made additions to them; jammed or 
hijacked radio and television signals; and 
attacked broadcast towers and damaged 
equipment. The sheer number of media outlets 
provides myriad opportunities for action 
against the war. 

Of course, there is the military itself as a 
target. Who could forget the Air Force 
billboard altered to read “Aim High: Bomb the 
Pentagon,” or the Vietnam-era ROTC building 
attacks? The military uses several mediums to 
garner recruits, most of which are highly 
susceptible to some type of action. They know 
the way in San Jose: recently saboteurs there 
torched some military vehicles, trashed a 
recruiting center, and left the words “Pre- 
emptive Strike” as their only explanation. 
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production facility plans and technical 
drawings.-.chemical warhead filling equipment; 
biological warfare related materials; missile 
fabrication equipment; and, missile-system 
guidance equipment”. 

We can further observe that the country 
with the biggest nuclear arsenal on Earth and 
the biggest stockpile of chemical weapons, and 
which has a proven track record of having used 
them, is the United States. Clearly, America 
doesn’t object to the stockpiling of weapons of 
mass destruction as such. It just wants itself 
and its allies to have a monopoly of them, not in 
the interests of world peace but in the 
interests of its world domination. 

1 here can be no other reason for the US 
obsession with Iraq than continuing control of 
Middle East oils supplies. What remains 
imprecise is the US game plan: to use Iraq as a 
springboard to capture Iran and thus secure a 
shorter and cheaper route to Gulf ports for 
Caspian oil, or maybe to get a tighter grip on 
Saudi oil lest there be an Islamic 
fundamentalist blowback resulting from the 
“war on terror”? You don’t think so? Then ask 
yourself if there’d be so much US concern if 
the Middle East just supplied dates. 

Someone who has seen through the current 
charade is Mo Mowlam, once a member of 
Blair’s cabinet, who has written: 

“This whole affair has nothing to do with a 
threat from Iraq — there isn’t one. It has 
nothing to do with the war against terrorism 
or with morality. Saddam Hussein is obviously 
an evil man, but when we were selling arms to 
him to keep the Iranians in check he was the 



same evil man he is today. He was a pawn then 
and he is a pawn now. In the same way he served 
Western interests then, he is now the 
distraction for the sleight of hand to protect 
the West’s supply of oil.” 

A capitalist society is a war-prone society, 
in that it demands perpetual conflict between 
rival states over markets, raw material 
sources, trade routes and investment outlets. 
You can’t have capitalism without wars, the 
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Call for a worldwide 


Week of Actionj 


By the Circle Day Cell 

It has long been clear that those at the helm 
of global capital are intent on steering us 
further into endless war. On the horizon, 
another mass murder, where the poor and 
powerless of different nations are ordered to 
I each other for the benefit of the elite. 
Despite the propagandist long knives of the 
Bush/Blair administrations and their standing | 
armies in the mass media, there is a remarkable t 
degree of worldwide recalcitrance to these S 
“leaders” and their schemes. In addition to 
numerous massive demonstrations around the 
world — which are under-reported by the 
media — military recruiting centers have been 
attacked and military-industrial corporations 
blockaded. And these are just two examples of 
many actions taken by people who’ve enlisted 
their arms and legs into the battle against 
unlimited war that so many of us are already 
fighting with our hearts and minds. 

This is a call for a week of action against the 
war apparatus during December 15-21, 2002. 

It is necessary, for the sake of those who 
governments long to slaughter, that we take 
this and every possible opportunity to strike 
at the executioners’ hearts. Further, a 
deafening void of resistance to recent 
warmongering could result in endless war as 
we careen closer and closer to a probable 
cataclysmic conclusion. The lives we save may 
very well be our own. 

THE WAR APPARATUS 

While a complete and detailed periodic table 
of the elements of war would cover several 
volumes, a simple sketch of the war apparatus 
shall suffice for providing the general shape of 
our principal targets. 

Clearly money is the oil on which the war 
machine runs. Who stands to profit directly 
from war? Big-name defense contractors 
(Boeing, Lockheed-Martin, etc.) are first in 
line of private organizations to reap their 
financial rewards from the battlefields. These 
companies provide an obvious target. Their 
buildings are often remote and heavily 
guarded; nonetheless, that didn’t stop a 
recent sit-in at the Boeing offices from 
putting a damper, albeit temporary, on 
business as usual. 


Of course, the war machine literally does run 
on oil, and unlimited access to the oil fields of 
Iraq is a large priority of this war-to-be. For 
this reason, the headquarters and assets of oil 
companies should be considered legitimate 
targets as well. 

The editorial wings of the major media 
outlets certainly have much to gain from war. In 


ecember 15-21 



their official capacity as the mouthpiece of 
government and business, mass media outlets 
are a natural enemy of all of us in opposition to 
war. The history of radical action against the 
media is storied and diverse. Resistors of 
every stripe have sanitized newspaper boxes 
and made additions to them; jammed or 
hijacked radio and television signals; and 
attacked broadcast towers and damaged 
equipment. The sheer number of media outlets 
provides myriad opportunities for action 
against the war. 

Of course, there is the military itself as a 
target. Who could forget the Air Force 
billboard altered to read “Aim High: Bomb the 
Pentagon,” or the Vietnam-era ROTC building 
attacks? The military uses several mediums to 
garner recruits, most of which are highly 
susceptible to some type of action. They know 
the way in San Jose: recently saboteurs there 
torched some military vehicles, trashed a 
recruiting center, and left the words “Pre- 
emptive Strike” as their only explanation. 

ACT, AND DON’T GET CAUGHT 
This is a call for an explicit and direct attack 
upon the war machine. This is a call for 
resistance, not merely demonstration or 
advocacy, or scripted acts of “civil 
disobedience” where all the participants 
politely go to jail. 

December 21st is the date of winter 
solstice, the day of the most darkness, a 
legendary time of revolution and change. This 
is a call for actions that will begin on Dec 15th 
and culminate on the 21st — under cover of 
full darkness and with the full force of our 
spirits. 

If we can stop these limitless wars, then we 
will have accomplished a number of things. We 
will have halted the mass killing of civilians. We 
will have shown the world that not all of us are 
goose-stepping mindlessly behind “President” 
George W. Bush, Blair & Co. Best of all, we will 
have proven that creative individuals, dynamic 
affinity cells, and flexible grassroots groups 
can still make a difference and redefine what is 
possible for us to achieve — with an eye 
towards the kind of world we really want. 
Want to endorse the call? 
circle_day_cell @ziplip. com 
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By the Circle Day Cell 

It has long been clear that those at the helm 
of global capital are intent on steering us 
further into endless war. On the horizon, 
another mass murder, where the poor and 
powerless of different nations are ordered to 
kill each other for the benefit of the elite. 

Despite the propagandist long knives of the 
Bush/Blair administrations and their standing 
armies in the mass media, there is a remarkable 
degree of worldwide recalcitrance to these 
“leaders” and their schemes. In addition to 
numerous massive demonstrations around the 
world — which are under-reported by the 
media — military recruiting centers have been 
attacked and military-industrial corporations 
blockaded. And these are just two examples of 
many actions taken by people who’ve enlisted 
their arms and legs into the battle against 
unlimited war that so many of us are already 
fighting with our hearts and minds. 

This is a call for a week of action against the 
war apparatus during December 15-21, 2002. 
It is necessary, for the sake of those who 
governments long to slaughter, that we take 
this and every possible opportunity to strike 
at the executioners’ hearts. Further, a 
deafening void of resistance to recent 
warmongering could result in endless war as 
we careen closer and closer to a probable 
cataclysmic conclusion. The lives we save may 
very well be our own. 

THE WAR APPARATUS 

While a complete and detailed periodic table 
of the elements of war would cover several 
volumes, a simple sketch of the war apparatus 
shall suffice for providing the general shape of 
our principal targets. 

Clearly money is the oil on which the war 
machine runs. Who stands to profit directly 
from war? Big-name defense contractors 
(Boeing, Lockheed-Martin, etc.) are first in 
line of private organizations to reap their 
financial rewards from the battlefields. These 
companies provide an obvious target. Their 
buildings are often remote and heavily 
guarded; nonetheless, that didn’t stop a 
recent sit-in at the Boeing offices from 
putting a damper, albeit temporary, on 
business as usual. 


Of course, the war machine literally does run 
on oil, and unlimited access to the oil fields of 
Iraq is a large priority of this war-to-be. For 
this reason, the headquarters and assets of oil 
companies should be considered legitimate 
targets as well. 

The editorial wings of the major media 
outlets certainly have much to gain from war. In 


[December 15 - 21 



their official capacity as the mouthpiece of 
government and business, mass media outlets 
are a natural enemy of all of us in opposition to 
war. The history of radical action against the 
media is storied and diverse. Resistors of 
every stripe have sanitized newspaper boxes 
and made additions to them; jammed or 
hijacked radio and television signals; and 

I attacked broadcast towers and damaged 
equipment. The sheer number of media outlets 
provides myriad opportunities for action 
against the war. 

Of course, there is the military itself as a 
target. Who could forget the Air Force 
billboard altered to read “Aim High: Bomb the 
Pentagon,” or the Vietnam-era ROTC building 
attacks? The military uses several mediums to 
garner recruits, most of which are highly 
susceptible to some type of action. They know 
the way in San Jose: recently saboteurs there 
torched some military vehicles, trashed a 
recruiting center, and left the words “Pre- 
emptive Strike” as their only explanation. 

ACT, AND DON’T GET CAUGHT 
This is a call for an explicit and direct attack 
upon the war machine. This is a call for 
resistance, not merely demonstration or 
advocacy, or scripted acts of “civil 
disobedience” where all the participants 
politely go to jail. 

December 21st is the date of winter 
solstice, the day of the most darkness, a 
legendary time of revolution and change. This 
is a call for actions that will begin on Dec 1 5th 
and culminate on the 21st — under cover of 
full darkness and with the full force of our 
spirits. 

If we can stop these limitless wars, then we 
will have accomplished a number of things. We 
will have halted the mass killing of civilians. We 
will have shown the world that not all of us are 
goose-stepping mindlessly behind “President” 
George W. Bush, Blair & Co. Best of all, we will 
have proven that creative individuals, dynamic 
affinity cells, and flexible grassroots groups 
can still make a difference and redefine what is 
possible for us to achieve — with an eye 
towards the kind of world we really want. 

Want to endorse the call? 
circle_day_cell @ziplip. com 


“This whole affair has nothing to do with a 
threat from Iraq — there isn’t one. It has 
nothing to do with the war against terrorism 
or with morality. Saddam Hussein is obviously 
an evil man, but when we were selling arms to 
him to keep the Iranians in check he was the 



same evil man he is today. He was a pawn then 
and he is a pawn now. In the same way he served 
Western interests then, he is now the 
distraction for the sleight of hand to protect 
the West’s supply of oil.” 

A capitalist society is a war-prone society, 
in that it demands perpetual conflict between 
rival states over markets, raw material 
sources, trade routes and investment outlets. 
You can’t have capitalism without wars, the 
threat of war and the preparations for war. 

So if you’re only demonstrating against war, 
then take my advice and invest in a sturdy anti- 
war banner, for if you are prepared to oppose 
war without opposing the very system that 
gives rise to it, then you’ll be demonstrating 
for quite some time to come. Alternatively you 
can join the movement which believes that to 
end wars we must put an end to capitalism. An 
uphill struggle? Less than campaigning to end 
war against the backdrop of the profit 
system. 

We must unite to establish a world 
community without frontiers where all the 
resources of the planet would be at the 
disposal of all the people of the planet. Then 
we could use them to end world poverty, 
hunger and preventable disease once and for 
all and rapidly move towards applying the 
principle “from each according to their 
abilities, to each according to their needs”, 
ensuring that no man, woman or child anywhere 
on Earth goes without adequate food, clothing, 
shelter or other amenities. A world where wars 
and weapons of mass destruction would be 
things of the past. This can be done. So let’s 
do it. 

Originally an anti-war flyer in England 
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As Slingshot goes to press, Congress has 
authorized Bush to go to war against Iraq, 
although the bombs haven’t actually begun to 
fall. Action on the political field within 
mainstream channels — calling one's 
congressperson, lobbying, writing letters — 
has been attempted and has failed. At this 
point, there are really two options: turn on the 
TV and watch the cool video of the 
smartbombs blowing up Iraq, or prepare to 
resist and disrupt the war in the streets 
however you can. 

Its easy to get discouraged and figure 
there’s nothing anyone can do to stop the war. 
Maybe the war will be like the Gulf war, which 
happened so fast, and with so few (visible 
American) casualties that it was over before 
anti-war activity could really be widely felt. 
Then on the other hand, even during the long 
years of the Vietnam war, the war appeared 
impossible to stop. Yet we know now that 
those in the seats of power were blocked from 
fighting the war as vigorously as they wanted, 
and ultimately forced to pull out, because of 
the treat of domestic disruption and unrest. 

If domestic opposition to the war is to play 
any effective part in Bush’s decision making on 
whether or how to wage the war, the 
opposition must take the form of disruption of 


the operation of American society. In the 
period leading up to the actual attack, Bush 
needs to come to fear domestic chaos and 
disruption should he invade. He could care less 
about polite, legal rallies on sunny Sunday 
afternoons in which liberals stay within the 
police lines and threaten . . . nothing. 

Disruption must be aimed not only at the 
progress of the war itself, but at any economic 
activity that contributes to the ability of this 
country to function. People around the world 
understand that once the United States, with 
unquestioned global military superiority, 
adopts a policy of unlimited military 
preemptive strikes, as it has now done, a Third 
World War pitting of the US against the rest 
of the world is a real possibility. The US is run 
by an un-elected regime accountable to no one. 
It’s up to those of us here in the belly of the 
beast to avoid this disastrous outcome by 
impairing this country’s ability to wage war. 

In the context of the war on terrorism, 
traditional methods of disruption carry 
increased risks. Typical window smashing, 
rioting and arson are likely to result in a very 
short period of disruption, since the 
practitioners of these methods are likely to be 
quickly apprehended and imprisoned. Likewise, 
polite “sit in the road” civil disobedience 


actions are very limited in their ability to cause 
economically damaging disruption, because 
they are over so fast, followed by months of 
court hearings. 

The above tired methods, which emphasize 
self-sacrifice, danger of state repression, and 
worst yet, boredom, aren’t sufficiently 
disruptive and should be avoided. Instead, its 
time for a burst of creativity. The anarchist 
milieu has a crucial opportunity to contribute 
disruptive surrealist actions which sustain and 
amplify disruption, making the disruption ever 
increasing in its size and economic damage. 

In particular, these actions burst the bounds 
of the expected — permitting self-expression, 
exploration, discovery, creativity, freedom and 
fun. Such actions, rather than burning 
activists out as we trudge through the valleys 
of tired obligation, have the potential to 
attract thousands of people new to radical 
political action. These surrealist actions are 
effective beyond traditional tactics because 
the state doesn’t know how to react to 
something that’s never been done before. 

When disrupting business as usual, our main 
alley is chaos, confusion and uncertainty - the 
uncertainty of the authorities about what we 
might do next. If they know what we’re going 
to do next, our disruptive capacity has already 


been isolated and limited. Maybe we can block a 
certain street — but the police are expert in 
knowing how to reroute traffic around any 
given street. Maybe we disrupt a whole city — 
but if pressed, the authorities can just decide 
to concede us that city until we grow tired. 

But when the authorities don’t know what 
could happen next - where we’ll be next, what 
we might do next - then they have no ability to 
make decisions to limit our disruption. Instead, 
the authorities may panic and amplify our 
disruption out of fear about what could 
happen next. Like when the cops seal off a 
freeway entrance, blocking hundreds of cars, 
just in case people might try to get on the 
freeway. The cops just did our work for us. 
Except with surrealist actions, the ripples of 
the authorities fears can be far greater. 

Logically, practicing disruption where the 
authorities don’t know what might happen next 
implies that perhaps even we don’t know what 
might happen next. If you’re in a group of 
people participating in a disruptive action and 
none of you know what's gonna to happen next, 
but you’re mobile, militant, fluid, disrupting 
whatever is at hand in the most creative, joyful, 
liberated fashion possible, you’re probably 
being very effective, indeed. You’re running 
amok. 


West Side Story 

Qnrrealict Threat 


Here’s some examples of unexpected 
yet disruptive actions we hope will 
become popular in the next phase of the 
struggle. Please think of many, many 
more yourself. 


Cut Bush! 





resist ana aisrupi me war in me streets 
however you can. 

Its easy to get discouraged and figure 
there’s nothing anyone can do to stop the war. 
Maybe the war will be like the Gulf war, which 
happened so fast, and with so few (visible 
American) casualties that it was over before 
anti-war activity could really be widely felt. 
Then on the other hand, even during the long 
years of the Vietnam war, the war appeared 
impossible to stop. Yet we know now that 
those in the seats of power were blocked from 
fighting the war as vigorously as they wanted, 
and ultimately forced to pull out, because of 
the treat of domestic disruption and unrest. 

If domestic opposition to the war is to play 
any effective part in Bush’s decision making on 
whether or how to wage the war, the 
opposition must take the form of disruption of 
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understand that once the United States, with 
unquestioned global military superiority, 
adopts a policy of unlimited military 
preemptive strikes, as it has now done, a Third 
World War pitting of the US against the rest 
of the world is a real possibility. The US is run 
by an un-elected regime accountable to no one. 
It’s up to those of us here in the belly of the 
beast to avoid this disastrous outcome by 
impairing this country’s ability to wage war. 

In the context of the war on terrorism, 
traditional methods of disruption carry 
increased risks. Typical window smashing, 
rioting and arson are likely to result in a very 
short period of disruption, since the 
practitioners of these methods are likely to be 
quickly apprehended and imprisoned. Likewise, 
polite “sit in the road” civil disobedience 
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amplify disruption, making the disruption ever 
increasing in its size and economic damage. 

In particular, these actions burst the bounds 
of the expected — permitting self-expression, 
exploration, discovery, creativity, freedom and 
fun. Such actions, rather than burning 
activists out as we trudge through the valleys 
of tired obligation, have the potential to 
attract thousands of people new to radical 
political action. These surrealist actions are 
effective beyond traditional tactics because 
the state doesn’t know how to react to 
something that’s never been done before. 

When disrupting business as usual, our main 
alley is chaos, confusion and uncertainty - the 
uncertainty of the authorities about what we 
might do next. If they know what we're going 
to do next, our disruptive capacity has already 
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disruption out of fear about what could 
happen next. Like when the cops seal off a 
freeway entrance, blocking hundreds of cars, 
just in case people might try to get on the 
freeway. The cops just did our work for us. 
Except with surrealist actions, the ripples of 
the authorities fears can be far greater. 

Logically, practicing disruption where the 
authorities don’t know what might happen next 
implies that perhaps even we don’t know what 
might happen next. If you’re in a group of 
people participating in a disruptive action and 
none of you know what’s gonna to happen next, 
but you’re mobile, militant, fluid, disrupting 
whatever is at hand in the most creative, joyful, 
liberated fashion possible, you’re probably 
being very effective, indeed. You’re running 
amok. 


West Side Story 

Surrealist Threat 


In this highly car-dependent society, blocking major roads is 
always an excellent disruptive tactic. But things have been 
getting harder and harder when it comes to taking the 
streets. New creative thinking is called for. 

A few years ago, British activists devised the brilliant 
Reclaim the Streets tactic of holding a rave in the middle of 
the street. RTS actions disrupt traffic, and because the 
blockage is a party, cops have a harder time reacting violently 
like against a standard blockade. Plus, RTS is fun and 
beautiful, attracting lots of party-goers/blockaders and 
embodying our vision for a society based on life and freedom, 
not money and machines. 

The West Side Story Surrealist Threat (Theatre with the 
letters rearranged) is a theater troop in Berkeley which 
stages fully costumed performances of the musical West Side 
Story in the middle of major intersections during rush hour. 
Like RTS, traffic is immediately blocked and replaced with 
drama, singing and dancing. A bike-drawn sound system pipes 
out the songs from the musical without the words. Performers 
sign karaoke style. Because WSSST emphasizes participatory 
drama, parts are rotated during performances, and 
performers have crib sheets with the words to the songs to 
help them along. Since so many people know West Side Story, 
commuters are invited to spontaneously throw off their chains 
and join in the musical! WSSST is even developing rolling, bike- 
drawn sets (picture the balcony scene on wheels) that can be 
locked down with bike locks to further block intersections for 
the duration of the performance, which last about 2 hours plus 
intermission. Food Not Bombs may eventually be enlisted to 


Here’s some examples of unexpected 
yet disruptive actions we hope will 
become popular in the next phase of the 



Critical Mess 


San Francisco just celebrated the 10th anniversary of the 
first Critical Mass bike ride in the world. As 10,000 of us 
rode through the narrow downtown San Francisco streets 
whooping and cheering in celebration, auto traffic came to a 
standstill. The ride stretched for 40 blocks, crossing and re- 
crossing major streets. 

The ride started at 6 p.m., permitting most commuters and 
business traffic to escape before the ride. If Bush invades 
Iraq, folks could scheduling critical mass bike rides in 
downtown financial districts around the country, with a small 
difference — the rides would start at 9 a.m., and proceed 
throughout the business day. Day after day. 

You don’t need 10,000 cyclists to seriously disrupt auto 
traffic in central business districts. Such auto traffic is 
normally slow at best, just verging on the edge of gridlock 
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Cut Bush! 


Despite the fact that human sexuality is a beautiful, natural 
experience that connects us all, public sexuality has a vast 
disruptive capacity that shouldn’t be ignored by those seeking 
to shut down business as usual. We can think of countless ways 
in which a small group or people (or even a single person) could 
create chaos using nudity, public sex, or related actions. 

The techno-industrial system relies on moving cargo, 
workers, raw materials and information quickly and smoothly. 
Actions should focus on locations, times and situations where 
disruption and delay can cause ripple effects costing the 
system millions of dollars in lost productivity. Key freeway 
interchanges, ocean terminals, rail stations, airports, power 
plants, water supply facilities, military bases, etc. are all 
highly vulnerable. Cells engaging in these types of actions 
don’t even need to identify themselves as protesters or call 
attention to specific demands. It may be safer or more 
effective to take action without an overt political message. 
Even police have been disrupted or distracted by sexual 
actions. If the cops realized that these acts weren’t merely 
self-expression (or lust or depravity), but were part of the 
resistance movement, they might be better able to focus on 
carrying out their duties. 

We have a particular action in mind that could be replicated 
in communities around the country: pubic shaving or trimming. 
The message - cut Bush - is implicit in the act. Moreover, your 
average member of the regime, the economic elite, or the 
military finds the idea either distracting and titillating, or 
disturbing and disgusting, hopefully both at the same time, 
creating a critical moral / sexual contradiction that could 
cause a spontaneous mental breakdown. 
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In this highly car-dependent society, blocking major roads is 
always an excellent disruptive tactic. But things have been 
getting harder and harder when it comes to taking the 
streets. New creative thinking is called for. 

A few years ago, British activists devised the brilliant 
Reclaim the Streets tactic of holding a rave in the middle of 
the street. RTS actions disrupt traffic, and because the 
blockage is a party, cops have a harder time reacting violently 
like against a standard blockade. Plus, RTS is fun and 
beautiful, attracting lots of party-goers/blockaders and 
embodying our vision for a society based on life and freedom, 
not money and machines. 

The West Side Story Surrealist Threat (Theatre with the 
letters rearranged) is a theater troop in Berkeley which 
stages fully costumed performances of the musical West Side 
Story in the middle of major intersections during rush hour. 
Like RTS, traffic is immediately blocked and replaced with 
drama, singing and dancing. A bike-drawn sound system pipes 
out the songs from the musical without the words. Performers 
sign karaoke style. Because WSSST emphasizes participatory 
drama, parts are rotated during performances, and 
performers have crib sheets with the words to the songs to 
help them along. Since so many people know West Side Story, 
commuters are invited to spontaneously throw off their chains 
and join in the musical! WSSST is even developing rolling, bike- 
drawn sets (picture the balcony scene on wheels) that can be 
locked down with bike locks to further block intersections for 
the duration of the performance, which last about 2 hours plus 
intermission. Food Not Bombs may eventually be enlisted to 
serve a hearty meal with home brewed refreshments during 
the intermission. 

WSSST performances literally blow the police’s minds, and 
they don’t know what to do. Official looking casting directors 
and directors negotiate with cops once they show up, telling 
them the whole thing is the newest Americrops project to keep 
underprivileged 20 somethings out of trouble. If all else fails, 
the whole cast can break into a rousing rendition of “Officer 
Krupke” before dancing off snapping their fingers in unison. 
Cool, Daddy-O! 

This tactic, and the resulting severe damage to America’s 
capitalist / industrial economy should it be replicated all 
across the country, is just one possible idea for disruptive 
surrealist anarchist actions. A whole touring drama movement 
could develop, performing the greater works of Shakespeare, 
Tennessee Williams plays, and lots of other groovy musicals - 
from Guys and Dolls to Grease to Hair. See the “Cut Bush” 
section, below, for ideas to try during the nude scene during 
performances of Hair. 

This is cultural enrichment at its best, not limited to the 
richest classes of society who are usually the only ones who can 
enjoy live theatre. 



Critical Mess 


San Francisco just celebrated the 10th anniversary of the 
first Critical Mass bike ride in the world. As 10,000 of us 
rode through the narrow downtown San Francisco streets 
whooping and cheering in celebration, auto traffic came to a 
standstill. The ride stretched for 40 blocks, crossing and re- 
crossing major streets. 

The ride started at 6 p.m., permitting most commuters and 
business traffic to escape before the ride. If Bush invades 
Iraq, folks could scheduling critical mass bike rides in 
downtown financial districts around the country, with a small 
difference — the rides would start at 9 a.m., and proceed 
throughout the business day. Day after day. 

You don’t need 10,000 cyclists to seriously disrupt auto 
traffic in central business districts. Such auto traffic is 
normally slow at best, just verging on the edge of gridlock 
under the best of circumstances. As few as 50 or 100 bikes, 
carefully obeying all traffic laws and therefore taking only 
minimal risks, will push these kinds of dense traffic conditions 
over the edge. 

As above, such rides are a perfect way for a tiny portion of 
the civilian population to disrupt the economic foundations of 
the war machine way out of proportion with their numbers. 
Whereas a small street march will be quickly broken up by the 
police and arrested, a small bike ride, going with the flow of 
traffic, obeying all traffic laws, and moving from place to 
place, is much more effective. Because a bike ride can move 
quickly and easily, it’s possible to circulate around a business 
district, tying up lots of it even though the ride is only at a 
particular location for a few minutes and then moves on. This 
kind of mobile action is particularly frustrating for the 
authorities - they don't know what could happen next, or 
where. 

It is possible police will arrest such a ride even though it 
obeys all laws, as recently happened in Washington DC. The 
key will be finding the balance between being disruptive and 
staying together, and appearing to just be out for a ride on 
one's bike. “Hey, its not my fault if there’s a lot of bike traffic 
today!” 


disruptive capacity that shouldn’t be ignored by those seeking 
to shut down business as usual. We can think of countless ways 
in which a small group or people (or even a single person) could 
create chaos using nudity, public sex, or related actions. 

The techno-industrial system relies on moving cargo, 
workers, raw materials and information quickly and smoothly. 
Actions should focus on locations, times and situations where 
disruption and delay can cause ripple effects costing the 
system millions of dollars in lost productivity. Key freeway 
interchanges, ocean terminals, rail stations, airports, power 
plants, water supply facilities, military bases, etc. are all 
highly vulnerable. Cells engaging in these types of actions 
don't even need to identify themselves as protesters or call 
attention to specific demands. It may be safer or more 
effective to take action without an overt political message. 
Even police have been disrupted or distracted by sexual 
actions. If the cops realized that these acts weren’t merely 
self-expression (or lust or depravity), but were part of the 
resistance movement, they might be better able to focus on 
carrying out their duties. 

We have a particular action in mind that could be replicated 
in communities around the country: pubic shaving or trimming. 
The message - cut Bush - is implicit in the act. Moreover, your 
average member of the regime, the economic elite, or the 
military finds the idea either distracting and titillating, or 
disturbing and disgusting, hopefully both at the same time, 
creating a critical moral / sexual contradiction that could 
cause a spontaneous mental breakdown. 

Without checking it out too carefully, we do not believe the 
government has enacted a law preventing one from mailing 
one’s pubic hairs to the President. We suspect he would 
quickly get the message once thousands of pounds of the stuff 
starts spilling out on the desks of his mail opening staff. From 
a public relations standpoint, he’s stuck - if he complains, the 
story will get out and everyone will start doing it, while the 
whole world laughs its head off. 

With advances in DNA technology, it’s probably better to 
be careful about this sort of thing. Therefore, we’re 
proposing that each neighborhood would have collection 
stations which would mix the hair from various people into less 
than 1 pound packages. Such packages can be mailed with 
stamps anonymously from any postbox. Use gloves and other 
precautions when mailing. Just to spice things up a bit and 
confuse the DNA folks, mix in some hair or other bodily 
coverings from your pets (dogs, cats, rats, reptiles, maybe a 
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Slingshot asked Noam Chomsky to write an 
article for us describing his unique 
perspective on the current war crisis. But he 
was so busy writing a book every month that he 
didn’t have time. So instead, here’s some 
answers he gave to various inten/iewers’ sage 
questions. 

Q: It is sometimes said that Saddam Hussein 
wouldn’t be crazy enough to launch a nuclear 
weapon at the U.S. or (more realistically) 
Israel, knowing the inevitable consequences. 
But wouldn't a nuclear-armed Iraq be able to 
conventionally attack weaker neighboring 
states, knowing that his victims could not 
successfully call on the U.S. (or even the UN) 
for assistance, because Washington would fear 
a nuclear strike on Tel Aviv? 

A: All sorts of outlandish possibilities can be 
imagined. That’s kept many people employed at 
Rand and other think-tanks ever since WMD 
became available. This is hardly one of the more 
credible examples. One reason is that the 
situation will almost certainly not arise. The 
scenario assumes that Saddam has provided 
credible evidence that he has WMD available 
and is capable of using them. Otherwise, such 
weapons are not a threat or a deterrent at all. 
But if there ever is any indication that he does 
have significant WMD capacity, he’ll be wiped 
out before he can threaten anyone with 
invasion. Suppose, however, just to play the 
game, we accept the absurd assumption that 
the US and Israel will just sit there quietly 
while Saddam brandishes WMD as a potential 
deterrent, in advance of the invasion of some 
other country. Then the US and Israel would 
instantly respond to the invasion, expelling him 
(and probably destroying Iraq). His WMD 
would be no deterrent at all. A sufficient 


happened, 20 years ago, when the Saudi 
government floated a similar plan, violently 
opposed by Israel. According to the Israeli 
press, Israel reacted by sending bombers over 
the oil fields, as a warning to the US, but one 
that was unnecessary because the Reagan 
administration joined Israel in rejecting that 
possibility for a political settlement, as it has 
consistently done. True, Israel might have been 
facing destruction, but one might argue that 
Israel’s strategy allows that possibility. As far 
back as the 1950s, leaders of the then-ruling 
Labor Party advised that Israel should “go 
crazy” if the US wouldn’t go along with its 
demands, and the “Samson complex” has been 
an element of planning - how seriously, we 
don’t know -- ever since. So we should bomb 
Israel right away, before it has a chance to 
carry out these evil plots. 

Do I believe any of this? Of course not. It’s 
nonsensical. However, it doesn’t compare too 
badlv with the scenario about Iraq 
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unpredictable consequences, as history reveals 
and common sense should tell us anyway. That’s 
why sane people avoid it, in personal relations 
or international affairs, unless a very powerful 
argument is offered to overcome “the sickly 
inhibitions against the use of military force” 
(to borrow the phrase of Reaganite 
intellectual Norman Podhoretz, paraphrasing 
Goebbels). 

Exerpted from an email interview With Noam 
Chomsky about US Warplans by Michael 
Albert 


been enemies for years. There is no reason to 
believe that has changed. However if there are 
any links, they're going to be much harder to 
maintain after September 1 1 than before, for 
the simple reason of mass surveillance. That's 
only the beginning. In 1990, Saddam Hussein 
was a far greater threat that today. 
Remember all his major crimes were behind him. 
The gassing of the Kurds, the Iran-lraqi war, 
torture, and other crimes. He was a first class 
world gangster and far more powerful than he 
is now. Furthermore he was developing 
weapons of mass destruction at a time when 
his reach was far greater than it is now Since 
that time, Iraq bombed and devastated and it 
has been subjected to more than a decade of 
severe sanctions. These have reduced it's 
capacity to carry out aggression. It's subject 
to over-flights. Regular bombing controls a 
good part of the country. 

What was he doing when he was really 
dangerous? Bob Dole, the former presidential 
candidate, now calls for Congressional support 
for an attack. What was Dole doing when he 
was really dangerous? He visited Saddam 
Hussein. In the spring of 1990, he led a 
delegation sent by George Bush I to convey 
greetings to him and inform him that the 
person who had criticized him over the Voice of 
America was being removed because he was 
stepping out of line. Senator Alan Simpson 


A senior defense analyst gave a simple gloss: 
others will “respect us for our toughness and 
won’t mess with us.” 


What is driving the dogs of war in the Bush 













states, knowing that his victims could not 
successfully call on the U.S. (or even the UN) 
for assistance, because Washington would fear 
a nuclear strike on Tel Aviv? 

A: All sorts of outlandish possibilities can be 
imagined. That’s kept many people employed at 
Rand and other think-tanks ever since WMD 
became available. This is hardly one of the more 
credible examples. One reason is that the 
situation will almost certainly not arise. The 
scenario assumes that Saddam has provided 
credible evidence that he has WMD available 
and is capable of using them. Otherwise, such 
weapons are not a threat or a deterrent at all. 
But if there ever is any indication that he does 
have significant WMD capacity, he’ll be wiped 
out before he can threaten anyone with 
invasion. Suppose, however, just to play the 
game, we accept the absurd assumption that 
the US and Israel will just sit there quietly 
while Saddam brandishes WMD as a potential 
deterrent, in advance of the invasion of some 
other country. Then the US and Israel would 
instantly respond to the invasion, expelling him 
(and probably destroying Iraq). His WMD 
would be no deterrent at all. A sufficient 
reason is that to allow his invasion to succeed 
would leave him as a far greater threat. 
Furthermore, it would be assumed that he 
would not use whatever WMD capacity he has 
because that would mean instant suicide, and if 
he was bent on suicide he would have used his 
WMD against Israel (or someone else) even 
before invading another country. The scenario 


demands, and the “Samson complex” has been 
an element of planning - how seriously, we 
don't know - ever since. So we should bomb 
Israel right away, before it has a chance to 
carry out these evil plots. 

Do I believe any of this? Of course not. It’s 
nonsensical. However, it doesn’t compare too 
badlv with the scenario about Iraq. 




unpredictable consequences, as history reveals 
and common sense should tell us anyway. That’s 
why sane people avoid it, in personal relations 
or international affairs, unless a very powerful 
argument is offered to overcome “the sickly 
inhibitions against the use of military force” 
(to borrow the phrase of Reaganite 
intellectual Norman Podhoretz, paraphrasing 
Goebbels). 


Exerpted from an email interview With Noam 
Chomsky about US Warplans by Michael 
Albert 


that time, Iraq bombed and devastated and it 
has been subjected to more than a decade of 
severe sanctions. These have reduced it's 
capacity to carry out aggression. It's subject 
to over-flights. Regular bombing controls a 
good part of the country. 

What was he doing when he was really 
dangerous? Bob Dole, the former presidential 
candidate, now calls for Congressional support 
for an attack. What was Dole doing when he 
was really dangerous? He visited Saddam 
Hussein. In the spring of 1990, he led a 
delegation sent by George Bush I to convey 
greetings to him and inform him that the 
person who had criticized him over the Voice of 
America was being removed because he was 
stepping out of line. Senator Alan Simpson 


A senior defense analyst gave a simple gloss: 
others will “respect us for our toughness and 
won’t mess with us.” 


Do I believe any of this? Of course not. It’s 

nonsensical. 


has such slight plausibility that it is hardly 
worth considering in comparison with real 
problems that do not have to be conjured up by 
fevered imaginations. 

If one wants to play such games, why not 
take some more plausible scenarios. Here’s one. 
Suppose that the US shifts policy and joins 
the international consensus on a two-state 
Israel-Palestine settlement. Suppose, for 
example, the US endorses the recent Saudi 


It should be added that there are 
circumstances under which Saddam might use 
WMD, assuming he has the capacity. If Iraq is 
invaded with the clear intention of capturing 
or more likely killing him, he would have every 
incentive to go for broke, since he’d have 
nothing to Jose. But it is hard to imagine other 
circumstances. 



G What will the implications of war be in the 
Mideast, and also other parts of the world? Do 
U.S. elites care? 

A: Elites of course care, though the small 
group that holds the reins of power currently 
may not care very much. They evidently believe 
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What is driving the dogs of war in the Bush 
Administration's Iraqi policy? 

This is something to speculate about. We 
don't have the internal documentary evidence 
yet. Let's just label this as speculation. The 
claim is that Saddam Hussein is such a threat 
to the security of the U.S. and other countries 
that we can't let him survive. We have to 
destroy him by a preemptive strike. This 
raises obvious questions. When did he become 
such a threat? Notice this comes after 
September 1 1 . There wasn't a call to invade 
Iraq two years ago. Something must have 
happened that made him a terrible threat. Is 
he more dangerous than two years ago. Even 
with all the effort, nothing has been found to 
link Hussein to September 11. This is not 
surprising because Saddam and bin Laden have 
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would not use whatever WMD capacity he has 
because that would mean instant suicide, and it 
he was bent on suicide he would have used his 
WMD against Israel (or someone else) even 
before invading another country. The scenario 


Do I believe any of this? Of course not. It’s 

nonsensical. 


has such slight plausibility that it is hardly 
worth considering in comparison with real 
problems that do not have to be conjured up by 
fevered imaginations. 

If one wants to play such games, why not 
take some more plausible scenarios. Here’s one. 
Suppose that the US shifts policy and joins 
the international consensus on a two-state 
Israel-Palestine settlement. Suppose, for 
example, the US endorses the recent Saudi 


plan adopted by the Arab League. Suppose 
Israel reacts by threatening the US - not 
threatening to bomb it, but in other ways. For 
example, suppose Israel sends bombers over 
the Saudi oil fields (maybe nuclear armed, but 
that’s unnecessary), just to indicate what it 
can do to the world if the US doesn’t get on 

board again. It would be too late to react, 
because Israel could then carry out its 
warnings. That scenario has a certain 
plausibility because apparently it actually 


It should be added that there are 
circumstances under which Saddam might use 
WMD, assuming he has the capacity. If Iraq is 
invaded with the clear intention of capturing 
or more likely killing him, he would have every 
incentive to go for broke, since he’d have 
nothing to Jose. But it is hard to imagine other 
circumstances. 

Q: What will the implications of war be in the 
Mideast, and also other parts of the world? Do 
U.S. elites care? 

A: Elites of course care, though the small 
group that holds the reins of power currently 
may not care very much. They evidently believe 
that they have such overwhelming force at 
their command that it doesn’t really matter 
much what others think: if they don’t go along, 
they’ll be dismissed, or if they are in the way, 
pulverized. The thinking in high places was 
made pretty clear when Prince Abdullah of 
Saudi Arabia visited the US in April to urge 
the administration to pay some attention to 
the reaction in the Arab world to its strong 
support for Israeli terror and repression. He 
was told, in effect, that the US did not care 
what he or other Arabs think. A high official 
explained that “if he thought we were strong 
in Desert Storm, we’re 10 times as strong 
today. This was to give him some idea what 
Afghanistan demonstrated about our 
capabilities.” A senior defense analyst gave a 
simple gloss: others will “respect us for our 
toughness and won’t mess with us.” That stand 
has precedents that need not be mentioned. 
But in the post-9/1 1 world it gains new force. 
Are they right? Could be. Or maybe the world 
will blow up in their face, perhaps after a 
“decent interval,” as it’s called in diplomacy. 
Again, resort to large-scale violence has highly 



yet. Let's just label this as speculation. The 
claim is that Saddam Hussein is such a threat 
to the security of the U.S. and other countries 
that we can't let him survive. We have to 
destroy him by a preemptive strike. This 
raises obvious questions. When did he become 
such a threat? Notice this comes after 
September 1 1 . There wasn't a call to invade 
Iraq two years ago. Something must have 
happened that made him a terrible threat. Is 
he more dangerous than two years ago. Even 
with all the effort, nothing has been found to 
link Hussein to September 11. This is not 
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Used or seeks to use military force preemptively? 
Mustache? 


administration serves even more intensively 
than the norm. That's happening all across the 
board, and the last thing they want people to 
do is pay attention to it. How do you do that? 
Here a variant of what Goering said is more 
accurate. The way to keep people from paying 
attention is to frighten them. If people are in 
fear, huddling under protection of the savior, 
maybe they won't pay too much attention to 
what's being done to them. That means 
constant war. 

The president has made it clear. His speech 
writers have made it very clear. A couple of 
weeks ago, he said that the war is on terror, 
but we're fighting endless wars. We can't say 
how many countries we're going to have to 
attack in this war on terror because there are 
potential threats everywhere. That's true. 
There are serious potential threats right here 
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told Saddam his problem wasn't with the U.S 
government but with the U.S. media, who are 


Bush, Hitler and Hussein; 


an overview 


George Bush and his father both loved comparing Saddam Hussein to Hitler. Such comparisons 
are tempting when you really want to vilify someone — Hitler was one of histories' worst butchers. 
Such comparisons are also severely over-used and have the tendency to insult the memory of the 
millions Hitler destroyed and trivialize the real horror of fascist world domination. You don’t have 
to think about it very long to realize that Saddam, ruling a tiny country devastated by sanctions, 
constant US bombing raids, etc. isn’t analogous to Hitler. But it got us thinking about a few other 
comparisons, which show how a militarized state apparatus functions in frightenly similar ways 
across history and around the world. With apologies to good taste, please enjoy the following: 


Uses/used military adventures to distract from domestic 
economic problems? 


I Wields or attempted to develop weapons of mass 
destruction? 
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The president has made it clear. His speech 
writers have made it very clear. A couple of 
weeks ago, he said that the war is on terror, 
but we're fighting endless wars. We can't say 
how many countries we're going to have to 
attack in this war on terror because there are 
potential threats everywhere. That's true. 
There are serious potential threats right here 




told Saddam his problem wasn't with the U.S 
government but with the U.S. media, who are 
haughty and pampered and go off on their own. 
Even Congressional criticism should be 
disregarded. The White House was 'strongly 
with him. 

That wasn’t just talk. Right through his 
worst atrocities, the US and Britain were 
providing Iraq with lavish aid. Iraq was a major 
trading partner. They were providing him 
with the means to develop weapons of mass 
destruction, including chemical weapons and 
nuclear weapons, and missile systems. There 
was no secret about who he was. There was a 
time when Saddam Hussein was dangerous, had 
committed major crimes, and was capable of 
committing much worse ones, and those who 
are now saying he is too dangerousJo_exist 




were supporting him and helping him become 
more of a danger. 


The crimes that are correctly charged to 
him- like using chemical weapons against his 
own people - can't be the reason for war now, 


Bush, Hitler and Hussein; 
an overview 


George Bush and his father both loved comparing Saddam Hussein to Hitler. Such comparisons 
are tempting when you really want to vilify someone — Hitler was one of histories worst butchers. 
Such comparisons are also severely over-used and have the tendency to insult the memory of the 
millions Hitler destroyed and trivialize the real horror of fascist world domination. You don’t have 
to think about it very long to realize that Saddam, ruling a tiny country devastated by sanctions, 
constant US bombing raids, etc. isn’t analogous to Hitler. But it got us thinking about a few other 
comparisons, which show how a militarized state apparatus functions in frightenly similar ways 
across history and around the world. With apologies to good taste, please enjoy the following: 
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Repression Is Not New 

A short list of Books for the age of Bush 


is the U.S., for example. Take the anthrax 
attack. In November and December that was 
considered a much more serious threat than 
September 11. . . . [Eventually] the anthrax 
attack was localized to a federal lab in the U.S 


“In times of universal deceit the truth is a 
revolutionary act ” George Orwell 
With increasing attacks on civil liberties and 
crackdowns on radicals in the United States now 
it is as important as ever to understand exactly 
what we are up against. Following is a list of 
books to get you on your way. It is in no way 
complete but consists of the most thorough 
groundbreaking works written to date. 

War at Home: Covert Action Against U.S. 
Activists and What We Can Do About It. 
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Vander Wall, 1989, South End Press. Actual FBI 
documents and commentary make a strong case 
for convincing skeptics. Replaces the Counter- 
intelligence book previously issued by the NLG. 

COINTELPRO: The FBI’s Secret War on 
Political Freedom. Nelson Blackstock, 1976, 
Vintage Books. The FBI’s campaign to infiltrate 
and disrupt the Socialist Worker’s Party; good 
overview of the other Bureau investigations of 
additional left organizations. 

The Age of Surveillance: The Aims & 
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A short list oi Books for the age of Bush 


disregarded, i ne vvnue nause was sirongiy 
with him. 

That wasn’t just talk. Right through his 
worst atrocities, the US and Britain were 
providing Iraq with lavish aid. Iraq was a major 
trading partner. They were providing him 
with the means to develop weapons of mass 
destruction, including chemical weapons and 
nuclear weapons, and missile systems. There 
was no secret about who he was. There was a 
time when Saddam Hussein was dangerous, had 
committed major crimes, and was capable of 
committing much worse ones, and those who 



were supporting him and helping him become 
more of a danger. 


The crimes that are correctly charged to 
him- like using chemical weapons against his 
own people - can't be the reason for war now, 
because when he was doing it, the U.S. was 
supporting him, knowingly. So what are the 
reasons for war now? 

Here we have to speculate. There are two 
plausible answers. First, the U.S. is trying to 
show its muscle, and it doesn't care much what 
happens to the people of the region. It's called 
establishing credibility. We have to show we're 
going to run the world, and if anyone gets out 
of line, we'll smash them. We have the power to 
do it, and we'll do it. 

Second, there are also domestic reasons. 
It's not much of a secret that the Bush 
administration is carrying out a substantial 
assault against the general population here, 
particularly against future generations. The 
huge tax cuts for the rich, which mainly come on 
line after the next election, could be a very 
serious blow to the American people. The 
huge deficit is pretty much replaying what 
happened in the 1980s. The goal is to make it 
impossible to provide services for the general 
population like medical care, Social Security, 
infrastructure development, or protection of 
the environment.. This ensures that the 
government will direct its massive resources 
to the narrow power centers that the Bush 



is the U.S., for example. Take the anthrax 
attack. In November and December that was 
considered a much more serious threat than 
September 11. . . . [Eventually] the anthrax 
attack was localized to a federal lab in the U.S 
... So, by their reasoning we should bomb the 
U.S. If you want to rid the world of potential 
threats, you'll have to destroy the world. If 
you want to be serious about reducing 
potential threats, not just working for power 
interests, what you'll do is look into the causes 
and reasons for terrorism, and try and deal 
with those. The correct response to a 
terrorist attack is not to lash out and murder 
people, but try to learn what lies behind it, and 
deal with the causes. 

Exerpted from an email interview With Noam 
Chomsky about US Warplans by David 
Barsamian 


“In times of universal deceit the truth is a 
revolutionary act.” George Orwell 

With increasing attacks on civil liberties and 
crackdowns on radicals in the United States now 
it is as important as ever to understand exactly 
what we are up against. Following is a list of 
books to get you on your way. It is in no way 
complete but consists of the most thorough 
groundbreaking works written to date. 

War at Home: Covert Action Against U.S. 
Activists and What We Can Do About It. 
Brian Glick, 1989, South End Press. Provides a 
comprehensive and common sense approach for 
those who must engage in political activity while 
facing governmental and right-wing attacks. 
Includes a cogent analysis of the relationship 
between the U.S. political economy and domestic 
covert action. 

Agents of Repression: The FBI’s Secret 
Wars Against the Black Panther Party and 
the American Indian Movement. Ward 
Churchill & Jim Vander Wall, 1988, South End 
Press. A chilling account of the murderous tactics 
used against non-white political activists. 500 
pages and an extensive index and footnotes. 

COINTELPRO Papers: Documents from 
the FBI’s Secret Wars Against Dissent in 
the United States. Ward Churchill & Jim 


Vander Wall, 1989, South End Press. Actual FBI 
documents and commentary make a strong case 
for convincing skeptics. Replaces the Counter- 
intelligence book previously issued by the NLG. 

COINTELPRO: The FBI’s Secret War on 
Political Freedom. Nelson Blackstock, 1976, 
Vintage Books. The FBI’s campaign to infiltrate 
and disrupt the Socialist Worker’s Party; good 
overview of the other Bureau investigations of 
additional left organizations. 

The Age of Surveillance: The Aims & 
Methods of America’s Political Intelligence 
System. Frank Donner, 1980, Alfred Knopf. The 
classic tome documenting surveillance and 
harassment in the U.S. from World War I to 1980. 

Protectors of Privilege: Red Squads and 
Political Repression in Urban America. 
Frank Donner, 1991, Univ. of California. Donner 
provides a wealth of entertaining yet appalling 
anecdotes demonstrating how local police 
intelligence units-often dubbed Red Squads- 
subverted the Constitution while justifying their 
actions as preserving democracy in the fight 
against subversion. 

Under Cover: Police Surveillance In 
America. Gary T. Marx, 1988, Twentieth 
Century Fund/Univ. of California Press. The most 
thoughtful critical analysis of undercover police 
techniques currently available. 

Political Repression in Modern America, 
1870 to Present., 2nd edition. Robert J. 
Goldstein, 1978i, Schenkman Books, Inc. 
Government, corporate and other pressures 
brought to bear on political groups through the 
years. 

The Private Sector: Rent-a-cops, Private 
Spies and the Police Industrial Complex. 

George O’Toole, 1978, W.W. Norton. Very hard 
to find but worth it. 
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It’s amazing that Bush & Co. have been so 
successful in whipping up the current wari 
renzy given the hollowness of their main 
ustifications for the proposed war. While we 
don’t want to rehash information that’s 
abundantly available everywhere, we thought a 
few “talking points" for discussing the war 
would be helpful as people everywhere 
continue, in millions of conversations with 
friends, neighbors, loved ones, co-workers, etc. 
to turn public opinion against the war. We 
believe the indications of general public 
support for the war are a mile wide and an inch 
deep, if a majority of the public supports war 
at all. When you really talk to people, its 
obvious that this is not our war — its a war 
pushed by elites for their own reasons, not a 
war necessary to “protect American 
freedom." The crucial question is whether the 
raw public opinion, skepticism or opposition 
will really make any difference. In times like 
these, only mass, broad based popular non- 
cooperation may be capable of blocking the 
rush to war. 

MYTH #1 : The government needs to invade 
Iraq to protect the population of the United 
States 

Governments always claim to act to protect 
their own populations when going to war, but 
this is seldom the case. More typically, the real 
beneficiaries of war are a tiny economic elite 
who stand to benefit from victory, military 
contractors, and government officials who 
increase their powers during time of war. 

In the case of Iraq, the justifications for war 
are especially absurd. Iraq is a tiny country, 
thousands of miles from US soil. Even the 
government concedes that Iraq is incapable of 
directly attacking US soil. Instead, Bush & Co. 
pull out manufactured dangers — that Iraq 





will arm terrorists (see discussion below). 
Bush even argues that Iraq is a threat to US 
pilots who are flying missions over the no-fly 
zone in Iraq — not much danger if they weren’t 
there in the first place! 

MYTH #2: The government needs to invade 
Iraq to free the oppressed people of Iraq and 
promote freedom and democracy abroad 

Governments in general don't promote 
freedom and democracy — they are created to 
constrain individual freedom to permit 
economic elites to dominate. In the case of the 
United States, this is especially easy to see. 
The US has a remarkable history of propping 
up brutal dictators when it fits US interests, 
without regard to legitimacy, freedom, human 
rights or democracy. The crucial question for 
US government officials is whether the 
dictator in question is willing to play ball, not 

whether a particular regime was elected or 
whether it tortures or murders its own people. 

Moreover, the United States has a terrible 
history when it comes to using covert or overt 
military force for “regime change." More 
often than not, the US installs extremely 
brutal dictators who will create stability for 
US economic interests. For example, the CIA 
assisted in the coup that deposed the 
democratically elected (but leftist) 
government of Salvador Allende in Chile. 
Following “regime change” Augusta Pinochet 
ruled Chile with an iron first for decades. 

US officials have tacitly admitted that 


following “regime change” their main interest 
will be installing a government to keep Iraq 
from splitting apart. Iraq was artificially 
created by colonial powers and includes Sunni 
Muslims, Shiite Muslims and Kurds — 
competing ethnic groups that could splinter 
the country without a strong central 
authority. The US is not going to let 
democracy prevail in a post invasion Iraq if 
that means civil war and turmoil in the region, 
threatening the security of US ally Turkey and 
aiding US enemy Iran. 

MYTH #3: The government needs to invade 
Iraq to prevent another September 11 
because Iraq has ties to Al Qaeda 

Bush administration officials have 
repeatedly claimed that Iraq has ties to Al 
Qaeda, but have refused to provide evidence 
or have provided misleading evidence. On 
October 7 Bush claimed: “We know that Iraq 
and al Qaeda have had high-level contacts that 
go back a decade. Some al Qaeda leaders who 
fled Afghanistan went to Iraq. These include 
one very senior al Qaeda leader who received 
medical treatment in Baghdad this year, and 
who has been associated with planning for 
chemical and biological attacks. We have 
learned that Iraq has trained al Qaeda 
members in bomb making, poisons, and deadly 
gases.” 

In response to these claims, Rahul Mahajan, 
author of The New Crusade: America's War on 
Terrorism, notes “Saddam Hussein sees the 
radical Islamist terrorist networks like al- 



Qaeda as a huge potential threat to his own 
rule, something that concerns him far more 
than any unrealistic ideas of revenge against 
the United States. Anything that could allow 
al- Qaeda (which, in its turn, is likely more 
concerned with replacing regimes in the Middle 
East with new radical Islamist regimes) to 
blackmail him would be the last thing he would 
give them." 

James Jennings, president of Conscience 
International, further observed “The claim 
that al-Qaeda is in Iraq is disingenuous, if not 
an outright lie. Yes, the U.S. has known for 
some time that up to 400 al-Qaeda-type 
Muslim extremists, the Ansar al-lslam, formerly 
'Jund al-lslam,' a splinter of the Iranian-backed 
Islamic Unity Movement of Kurdistan, were 
operating inside the Kurdish security zone set 
up under U.S. protection in the North of Iraq. 
For some reason this was kept quiet and has 
not been much reported in the mainstream 
media. Finally last Spring the Kurds 
themselves attacked and killed most of the 
terrorists in their territory, sending the rest 
fleeing for their lives across the border into 
Iran. Since this area was under U.S. 
protection, and not under Saddam Hussein's 
rule, it's pretty hard to claim that al-Qaeda 
operates in Iraq." 

The reality is that if Bush could show ANY 
concrete ties between Iraq and the September 
11 terrorists or Al Qaeda in general, he would 
be anxious to offer specific evidence as 
justification. Unfortunately for Bush, Saddam 
and al Qaeda aren’t cooperating because they 
aren’t allies. Just because people are anti- 
American doesn’t make them friends. 

MYTH #4: The government needs to invade 
Iraq to protect people in the United States 
from weapons of mass destruction held by Iraq 

In fact, there is abundant evidence that a 
pre-emptive attack on Iraq will endanger, not 
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pushed by elites for their own reasons, not a 
war necessary to “protect American 
freedom.” The crucial question is whether the 
raw public opinion, skepticism or opposition 
will really make any difference. In times like 
these, only mass, broad based popular non- 
cooperation may be capable of blocking the 
rush to war. 


MYTH #1: The government needs to invade 
Iraq to protect the population of the United 
States 

Governments always claim to act to protect 
their own populations when going to war, but 
this is seldom the case. More typically, the real 
beneficiaries of war are a tiny economic elite 
who stand to benefit from victory, military 
contractors, and government officials who 
increase their powers during time of war. 

In the case of Iraq, the justifications for war 
are especially absurd. Iraq is a tiny country, 
thousands of miles from US soil. Even the 
government concedes that Iraq is incapable of 
directly attacking US soil. Instead, Bush & Co. 
pull out manufactured dangers — that Iraq 


rreeoom ana aemocracy — rney are crearea io 
constrain individual freedom to permit 
economic elites to dominate. In the case of the 
United States, this is especially easy to see. 
The US has a remarkable history of propping 
up brutal dictators when it fits US interests, 
without regard to legitimacy, freedom, human 
rights or democracy. The crucial question for 
US government officials is whether the 
dictator in question is willing to play ball, not 
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whether a particular regime was elected or 
whether it tortures or murders its own people. 

Moreover, the United States has a terrible 
history when it comes to using covert or overt 
military force for "regime change." More 
often than not, the US installs extremely 
brutal dictators who will create stability for 
US economic interests. For example, the CIA 
assisted in the coup that deposed the 
democratically elected (but leftist) 
government of Salvador Allende in Chile. 
Following “regime change” Augusta Pinochet 
ruled Chile with an iron first for decades. 

US officials have tacitly admitted that 


threatening the security of US ally Turkey and 
aiding US enemy Iran. 

MYTH #3: The government needs to invade 
Iraq to prevent another September 11 
because Iraq has ties to Al Qaeda 

Bush administration officials have 
repeatedly claimed that Iraq has ties to Al 
Qaeda, but have refused to provide evidence 
or have provided misleading evidence. On 
October 7 Bush claimed: “We know that Iraq 
and al Qaeda have had high-level contacts that 
go back a decade. Some al Qaeda leaders who 
fled Afghanistan went to Iraq. These include 
one very senior al Qaeda leader who received 
medical treatment in Baghdad this year, and 
who has been associated with planning for 
chemical and biological attacks. We have 
learned that Iraq has trained al Qaeda 
members in bomb making, poisons, and deadly 
gases.” 

in response to these claims, Rahul Mahajan, 
author of The New Crusade: America's War on 
Terrorism, notes “Saddam Hussein sees the 
radical Islamist terrorist networks like al- 


Histor 




y of 


Iraq’s YVMD Program 


Compiled from internet sources by SM and P 

It’s outrageous that Bush argues it’s 
necessary to preemptively attack Iraq because 
of the dangers posed by its development of 
Weapons of Mass Destruction, when the US 
government was so instrumental in helping Iraq 
develop its weapons of mass destruction 
program in the first place. 

During the 1980s, the Reagan and first 
Bush Administrations sought to “contain” Iran 
by funding and supporting Iraq’s war of 
aggression against Iran. The support included 
intelligence assistance and the facilitation of 
arms sales. The US also helped Iraq obtain 
international loans to finance the war. As part 


corporations, many of which were doing 
business in Iraq.” Scowcroft’s stock included 
that in Halliburton Oil. also doina business in 


it, in fact, created. The US corporate, military 
industrial machine favors dictators because 


operating inside the Kurdish security zone set 
up under U.S. protection in the North of Iraq. 
For some reason this was kept quiet and has 
not been much reported in the mainstream 
media. Finally last Spring the Kurds 
themselves attacked and killed most of the 
terrorists in their territory, sending the rest 
fleeing for their lives across the border into 
Iran. Since this area was under U.S. 
protection, and not under Saddam Hussein’s 
rule, it's pretty hard to claim that al-Qaeda 
operates in Iraq." 

The reality is that if Bush could show ANY 
concrete ties between Iraq and the September 
1 1 terrorists or Al Qaeda in general, he would 
be anxious to offer specific evidence as 
justification. Unfortunately for Bush, Saddam 
and al Qaeda aren’t cooperating because they 
aren't allies. Just because people are anti- 
American doesn’t make them friends. 

MYTH #4: The government needs to invade 
Iraq to protect people in the United States 
from weapons of mass destruction held by Iraq 

In fact, there is abundant evidence that a 
pre-emptive attack on Iraq will endanger, not 
protect, US citizens from the use of WMD 
because Saddam would have “nothing to lose” 
should he be pre-emptively attacked . 

October 8, Senator Bob Graham., the 
chairman of the Senate panel, read from a 
1 letter sent to him by CIA chief George Tenet. 
In that note, Tenet reported the CIA had 
| concluded that "Baghdad for now appears to 
be drawing a line short of conducting terrorist 
attacks with conventional or CBW [chemical 
and biological weapons] against the United 
States." The CIA, according to Tenet, also had 
I determined, "Should Saddam conclude that a 
US-led attack could no longer be deterred, he 
probably would become much less constrained 
in adopting terrorist actions." And the Agency 
found, "Saddam might decide that the 
extreme step of assisting Islamist terrorists 
in conducting a WMD [weapons of mass 
destruction] attack against the United 
States would be his last chance to exact 
vengeance by taking a large number of victims 
with him." The bottom-line: Saddam is not 
likely in the near future to hit the United 
States or share his weapons with al Qaeda or 
other anti-American terrorists, unless the 
United States assaults Iraq, because his main 
priority is protecting his own power in Iraq. 

Its also crucial to point out that a US attack 
is likely to destabilize the middle east, if not 



their own populations when going to war, but 
this is seldom the case. More typically, the real 
beneficiaries of war are a tiny economic elite 
who stand to benefit from victory, military 
contractors, and government officials who 
increase their powers during time of war. 

In the case of Iraq, the justifications for war 
are especially absurd. Iraq is a tiny country, 
thousands of miles from US soil. Even the 
government concedes that Iraq is incapable of 
directly attacking US soil. Instead, Bush & Co. 
pull out manufactured dangers — that Iraq 


Moreover, the United States has a terrible 
history when it comes to using covert or overt 
military force for "regime change." More 
often than not, the US installs extremely 
brutal dictators who will create stability for 
US economic interests. For example, the CIA 
assisted in the coup that deposed the 
democratically elected (but leftist) 
government of Salvador Allende in Chile. 
Following “regime change” Augusta Pinochet 
ruled Chile with an iron first for decades. 

US officials have tacitly admitted that 
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fled Afghanistan went to Iraq. These include 
one very senior al Qaeda leader who received 
medical treatment in Baghdad this year, and 
who has been associated with planning for 
chemical and biological attacks. We have 
learned that Iraq has trained al Qaeda 
members in bomb making, poisons, and deadly 
gases.” 

In response to these claims, Rahul Mahajan, 
author of The New Crusade: America's War on 
Terrorism, notes “Saddam Hussein sees the 
radical Islamist terrorist networks like al- 
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Compiled from internet sources by SM and P 

It’s outrageous that Bush argues it’s 
necessary to preemptively attack Iraq because 
of the dangers posed by its development of 
Weapons of Mass Destruction, when the US 
government was so instrumental in helping Iraq 
develop its weapons of mass destruction 
program in the first place. 

During the 1980s, the Reagan and first 
Bush Administrations sought to “contain” Iran 
by funding and supporting Iraq’s war of 
aggression against Iran. The support included 
intelligence assistance and the facilitation of 
arms sales. The US also helped Iraq obtain 
international loans to finance the war. As part 
of this effort, the US government permitted 
Iraq to purchase computer controlled machine 
tools, computers, scientific instruments, 
special alloy steel and aluminum, chemicals, and 
other industrial goods for Iraq’s missile, 
chemical, biological and nuclear weapons 
programs. 

Much of this purchasing was from private 
US firms who profited from the slaughter of 
Iranians and Iraqis alike. Moreover, many of the 
persons involved with this deadly trade are 
now ironically pushing for war against Iraq. For 
example, Secretary of Defense and war hawk 
Donald Rumsfeld traveled to Baghdad in 1985 
and met with Saddam Hussein as a private 
businessman on behalf of the Reagan 
administration. 

In the 1980s, Brent Scowcroft, chairman of 
the president Bush’s Foreign Intelligence 
Advisory Board, served as Vice Chairman of 
Kissinger Associates until being appointed as 
National Security Advisor to the first 
President Bush in January 1989. 
Congressperson Henry Gonzalez concluded 
that “Until October 4,1990, Mr. Scowcroft 
owned stock in approximately 40 U.S. 


it, in fact, created. The US corporate, military 
industrial machine favors dictators because 
they provide internal political stability for US 
economic interests, as well as sources of cheap 
labor and materials. As was the case in 
Afganistan, the US policies of the 80s are now 
coming back to haunt the world, once again 
showing how the cure is worse than the 
problem, or at least just as bad. 

The United States government sees it all as 
a big geo-political game, in which dictators and 
bullies get armed to fight other dictators, and 
then must be knocked down. People, life, human 
rights, democracy — none of it really seems to 
matter as the US deals death and destruction 
like it was boxes of widgets. 

The real danger to world security — to your 
personal safety as you sit at home in the 
United States — is the United States 
government. The US has the world’s biggest 
stockpile of weapons of mass destruction, and 
we're supporting nuclear armed regimes 
around the world who oppress their people, 
just like Saddam. When you play violent games 
that emphasize power and violence and death, 
you create a world in which the chickens may 
come home to roost. 
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corporations, many of which were doing 
business in Iraq.” Scowcroft’s stock included 
that in Halliburton Oil, also doing business in 
Iraq at the time, which was until recently run 
by current Vice President Dick Cheney. 
Scowcroft companies, according to Gonzalez, 
“received more than one out of every eight 
U.S. export licenses for exports to Iraq. 
Several of the companies were also clients of 
Kissinger Associates while Mr. Scowcroft was 
Vice Chairman of that firm.” 

Kissinger Associates helped US companies 
obtain US export licenses so Iraq could 
purchase US weapons and materials for its 
weapons programs. US government approved 

sales of large varieties of chemical and 
biological materials to Iraq. These included 
anthrax, components of mustard gas, 
botulinum toxins (which causes paralysis of the 
muscles involving swallowing and is often 
fatal), histoplasma capsulatum (which may 
cause pneumonia, enlargement of the liver and 
spleen, anemia, acute inflammatory skin disease 
marked by tender red nodules), and a host of 
other nasty chemicals materials. 

The contemplated war on Iraq is just 
another example of the US belatedly seeking 
to destroy the dictator/security threat which 
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Compiled from internet sources by SM and P 

It’s outrageous that Bush argues it’s 
necessary to preemptively attack Iraq because 
of the dangers posed by its development of 
Weapons of Mass Destruction, when the US 
government was so instrumental in helping Iraq 
develop its weapons of mass destruction 
program in the first place. 

During the 1980s, the Reagan and first 
Bush Administrations sought to “contain” Iran 
by funding and supporting Iraq’s war of 
aggression against Iran. The support included 
intelligence assistance and the facilitation of 
arms sales. The US also helped Iraq obtain 
international loans to finance the war. As part 
of this effort, the US government permitted 
Iraq to purchase computer controlled machine 
tools, computers, scientific instruments, 
special alloy steel and aluminum, chemicals, and 
other industrial goods for Iraq’s missile, 
chemical, biological and nuclear weapons 
programs. 

Much of this purchasing was from private 
US firms who profited from the slaughter of 
Iranians and Iraqis alike. Moreover, many of the 
persons involved with this deadly trade are 
now ironically pushing for war against Iraq. For 
example, Secretary of Defense and war hawk 
Donald Rumsfeld traveled to Baghdad in 1985 
and met with Saddam Hussein as a private 
businessman on behalf of the Reagan 
administration. 

In the 1980s, Brent Scowcroft, chairman of 
the president Bush’s Foreign Intelligence 
Advisory Board, served as Vice Chairman of 
Kissinger Associates until being appointed as 
National Security Advisor to the first 
President Bush in January 1989. 
Congressperson Henry Gonzalez concluded 
that “Until October 4,1990, Mr. Scowcroft 
owned stock in approximately 40 U.S. 



corporations, many of which were doing 
business in Iraq.” Scowcroft’s stock included 
that in Halliburton Oil, also doing business in 
Iraq at the time, which was until recently run 
by current Vice President Dick Cheney. 
Scowcroft companies, according to Gonzalez, 
“received more than one out of every eight 
U.S. export licenses for exports to Iraq. 
Several of the companies were also clients of 
Kissinger Associates while Mr. Scowcroft was 
Vice Chairman of that firm.” 

Kissinger Associates helped US companies 
obtain US export licenses so Iraq could 
purchase US weapons and materials for its 
weapons programs. US government approved 

sales of large varieties of chemical and 
biological materials to Iraq. These included 
anthrax, components of mustard gas, 
botulinum toxins (which causes paralysis of the 
muscles involving swallowing and is often 
fatal), histoplasma capsulatum (which may 
cause pneumonia, enlargement of the liver and 
spleen, anemia, acute inflammatory skin disease 
marked by tender red nodules), and a host of 
other nasty chemicals materials. 

The contemplated war on Iraq is just 
another example of the US belatedly seeking 
to destroy the dictator/security threat which 


it, in fact, created. The US corporate, military 
industrial machine favors dictators because 
they provide internal political stability for US 
economic interests, as well as sources of cheap 
labor and materials. As was the case in 
Afganistan, the US policies of the 80s are now 
coming back to haunt the world, once again 
showing how the cure is worse than the 
problem, or at least just as bad. 

The United States government sees it all as 
a big geo-political game, in which dictators and 
bullies get armed to fight other dictators, and 
then must be knocked down. People, life, human 
rights, democracy — none of it really seems to 
matter as the US deals death and destruction 
like it was boxes of widgets. 

The real danger to world security — to your 
personal safety as you sit at home in the 
United States — is the United States 
government. The US has the world’s biggest 
stockpile of weapons of mass destruction, and 
we’re supporting nuclear armed regimes 
around the world who oppress their people, 
just like Saddam. When you play violent games 
that emphasize power and violence and death, 
you create a world in which the chickens may 
come home to roost. 


letter sent to him by CIA chief George Tenet. 
In that note, Tenet reported the CIA had 
concluded that “Baghdad for now appears to 
be drawing a line short of conducting terrorist 
attacks with conventional or CBW [chemical 
and biological weapons] against the United 
States." The CIA, according to Tenet, also had 
determined, "Should Saddam conclude that a 
US-led attack could no longer be deterred, he 
probably would become much less constrained 
in adopting terrorist actions.” And the Agency 
found, “Saddam might decide that the 
extreme step of assisting Islamist terrorists 
in conducting a WMD [weapons of mass 
destruction] attack against the United 
States would be his last chance to exact 
vengeance by taking a large number of victims 
with him." The bottom-line: Saddam is not 
likely in the near future to hit the United 
States or share his weapons with al Qaeda or 
other anti-American terrorists, unless the 
United States assaults Iraq, because his main 
priority is protecting his own power in Iraq. 

Its also crucial to point out that a US attack 
is likely to destabilize the middle east, if not 
the whole world. Latent tension between Arab 
states and Israel could easily be inflamed as 
the bombs fall. 

MYTH #5: The US has no alternative to 
attacking Iraq because they are tying to 
develop weapons of mass destruction 

In fact, many countries around the world 
have developed or are developing weapons of 
mass destruction, yet Bush is only pushing an 
^attack on Iraq. North Korea’s recent 
announcement of their weapons of mass 
destruction program is particularly 
instructive — no preemptive US strike is 
under consideration. If possessing nuclear 
weapons were such a concern, the U.S. would 
be pushing the UN to authorize weapons 
inspectors to enter Pakistan, Israel, China, 
France and Britain. Its also interesting to note 
that the US has the world's largest stockpile 
of all forms of WMD. These weapons — no 
matter which government possesses them — 
are a huge threat to human beings seeking to 
live in peace everywhere. Bush doesn’t care 
about removing weapons or limiting militarism 
generally — just using it as a pretext when its 
convenient. 




Trans dude figures out 
why he cut off his tits! 


Winter 2002 • Slingshot • Page 13 


by Donut Hole 
This is the third in a series of diary entries 
written by trans folks for Slingshot about 
their experiences. 

Transsexuals' use of hormones and surgery 
is particularly misunderstood within the 
anarchist community and without. Changing 
one's gender to man, woman, androgyne, etc. is 
perhaps somewhat understandable as some hip 
anarcho-queer phenomenon, but physically, 
permanently changing one's body seems like a 
capitulation to patriarchal views of the body, 



little more than the 'beauty myth'. Perhaps 
transsexuals really are just a product of 20th 
century plastic surgery and endocrinology, 
confused souls who are taking their resistance 
to traditional gender roles a bit too far. 
Shouldn't we strive towards erasing gender 
roles from our minds, instead of modifying our 
bodies? In fact, by changing bodies, are 
transsexuals actually perpetuating traditional 
relations of gender to body type? Can't you 
just accept your body and be yourself, 
naturally? 

The desire to change gender and/or sex is 
probably a combination of genetic and cultural 
factors. In a utopian anarchist world, some of 
these factors, like strict gender roles, would 


hormones are not the answer to silly ideas of 
binary gender. But people are pressured by 
the requirements of gender in existing society, 
to conform for safety, using existing tools. 
Society holds on to gender ideals strongly; 
people are very threatened by breach of these 
ideals. Even people who would like an 
ambiguous or self-defined body, may be forced 
to modify body for safety to fit current 
realities. To ask people not to do this, in the 
name, of revolution, is asking people to face 
potential violence, gang rape and death. 
Activists who feel conflicted about a person's 
use of surgery, hormones, and other body 
modifications should direct their critical 
energy at the society that forced confinement 
within specific gender roles and body types, 
rather than at the person trying to break free 
and respond to their true self. We should 
understand ourselves beyond our survival aids. 

People have always changed their gender 
and bodies in response to both personal feeling 
and cultural beauty standards. Instead of 
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In a brutal attack, Bay Area transgendered 
teenager Gwen Araujo was murdered by 
classmates at a party in her hometown of 
Newark, 50 miles south of Berkeley. 

She is not alone. Hate crimes have 
significantly risen since September 11, 2001. 
Violence against transgendered people went 
up 41% between 2000 and 2001, according to 
the National Coalition of Anti-Violence 
Programs. 

Across the country, and the world, people 
continue to believe that others- trans or not- 
are less than human, and that their lives are 
cheap. Would it be less shocking if a trans 
person was murdered in Montana or Mexico? Is 
this murder more tragic than the rash of 
homicides- approaching 100- in Oakland this 
year? The transgender revolution fights on all 
fronts. 

People everywhere are struggling against 
the social demons that get in the way of people 


jy fiving" their lives freely. We call for solidarity 
f between people hurt and outraged by Gwen 


Araujo’s murder and all others. There were 
thousands of people in the streets of both 
Fremont and San Francisco protesting 
Araujo’s death. What if people took to the 
streets each time somebody was killed, making 
homicides not just one more aspect of everyday 
life? Oakland Mayor Jerry Brown’s proposal 
to put 100 more cops on the streets will only 
further ingrain violence and repression into the 
fabric of life. People coming together in the 
streets send messages of support to 
survivors of violence and of intolerance to 
people who think violence is a necessary part of 
society. It also reminds city administrations 
that they should focus on the community 
support, not on community repression. 

We respectfully stand up for Gwen Araujo 
and all others who have been attacked for 
living true to themselves. 


Who doesn't need assistance? 
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seeing people as the norm or the other, a 
revolutionary vision should consider a whole 
spectrum of body types, of ways of being 
human. In a revolutionary society people would 
have complete control over their own bodies 
and have full responsibility for modifying, 
creating, and destroying them as they see fit. 
We have to subvert western allopathic 
medicine and the system that dictates gender 
and sex roles. Isn't surgery just one more body 


Disabled people within the anarchist vision 
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By Ben Assphalt 

Ben is an anarchist who has been a personal 
care attendant for several years, and is not 
physically disabled herself. 

Imagining how disabled people would get 
along in an anarchist society is a useful reality 
check for anarchist visions. Buildings and 
organizations — society as a whole — can be 


technology balances these limits. In a society 
based on both individual freedom and 


community cooperation, it is easy to envision 
utopian engineers designing equipment to meet 
each persons' needs, out of eco-friendly 
materials, and scores of friendly, respectful, 
skilled attendants on time every morning to 
get their client out of bed. 





rather than at the person trying to break free 
and respond to their true self. We should 
understand ourselves beyond our survival aids. 

People have always changed their gender 
and bodies in response to both personal feeling 
and cultural beauty standards. Instead of 
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are less than human, and that their lives are 
cheap. Would it be less shocking if a trans 
person was murdered in Montana or Mexico? Is 
this murder more tragic than the rash of 
homicides-- approaching 100- in Oakland this 
year? The transgender revolution fights on all 
fronts. 

People everywhere are struggling against 
the social demons that get in the way of people 


streets send messages of support to 
survivors of violence and of intolerance to 
people who think violence is a necessary part of 
society. It also reminds city administrations 
that they should focus on the community 
support, not on community repression. 

We respectfully stand up for Gwen Araujo 
and all others who have been attacked for 
living true to themselves. 


seeing people as the norm or the other, a 
revolutionary vision should consider a whole 
spectrum of body types, of ways of being 
human. In a revolutionary society people would 
have complete control over their own bodies 
and have full responsibility for modifying, 
creating, and destroying them as they see fit. 
We have to subvert western allopathic 
medicine and the system that dictates gender 
and sex roles. Isn't surgery just one more body 
modification, one more art? 


Who doesn’t need assistance? 


Disabled people within the anarchist vision 


By Ben Assphalt 

Ben is an anarchist who has been a personal 
care attendant for several years, and is not 
physically disabled herself. 

Imagining how disabled people would get 
along in an anarchist society is a useful reality 
check for anarchist visions. Buildings and 
organizations — society as a whole — can be 
organized to be accessible to the widest 
section of society possible. Ideally, the 
questions would shift from specific groups — 
from “Can wheelchairs get in? Can blind 
people use it?” — to “Can everybody use it?” 
These principles, called universal design, do 
not pretend to meet every single person's 
needs. Instead, the idea is for design to be 
fluid. Every time you encounter a barrier, you 
tweak the design to serve a broader 
population without cutting anybody out. 

These days, people have a whole range of 
disabilities, including mental, physical, visible, 
and invisible disabilities, and an equally great 
range of needs. Instead of thinking in black 
and white terms of disabled vs. able-bodied, 
for an anarchist vision it is more useful to think 
about a whole spectrum of ways of being 
human. 

Manual wheelchairs are not that different 
from bicycles, ever popular in low-tech visions 
of the future. To get around, physically 
disabled people rely on a range of mobility 
equipment: wheelchairs, walkers, ventilators, 
etc. While all these things can be built as 
simple mechanical devices, equipment is 
increasingly-computerized. More sophisticated 
technology can meet more specific needs, but 
requires more specialized repair and parts. 
While some of this sophistication is helpful, 
some of it is pushed by corporations at the 


technology balances these limits. In a society 
based on both individual freedom and 
community cooperation, it is easy to envision 
utopian engineers designing equipment to meet 
each persons' needs, out of eco-friendly 
materials, and scores of friendly, respectful, 
skilled attendants on time every morning to 
get their client out of bed. 

But to people already potentially burned by 
insensitive aspects of the anarchist community, 
this vision seems little more than a pipe dream. 
Chanting 'Fuck the Corporations" might mean 
little more than frustration to somebody who 
relies on corporations to make a wheelchair, 
ventilator, tubing, leg bag, etc. Like all profit- 
oriented corporations, equipment producers 
don't necessarily have the best interest of 
their clients in mind; they make disabilities into 
products. But where else are these things 
available? There are few, if any, anarchist or 
independent equipment manufacturers. These 
things are rarely available in dumpsters, and 
cannot be made in an afternoon free school 
class. Anarchist communities' slow process of 
organizing community support infrastructure 
is laughable to people who rely on attendants 
to get out of bed each morning. 

Community understanding and support is 
essential as disabled people refute the 
medicalization of their bodies. Western 
alopathic medicine, and to some extent western 
society as a whole, views disabled people as 
broken humans who, because they are 
'unfixable' and 'nonstandard', are provided 
substandard healthcare. For instance, there 
are very few breast cancer clinics that will see 
women with disabilities. Doctors are 
concerned first with theperson’s disability, 


little more than the 'beauty myth'. Perhaps 
transsexuals really are just a product of 20th 
century plastic surgery and endocrinology, 
confused souls who are taking their resistance 
to traditional gender roles a bit too far. 
Shouldn't we strive towards erasing gender 
roles from our minds, instead of modifying our 
bodies? In fact, by changing bodies, are 
transsexuals actually perpetuating traditional 
relations of gender to body type? Can't you 
just accept your body and be yourself, 
naturally? 

The desire to change gender and/or sex is 
probably a combination of genetic and cultural 
factors. In a utopian anarchist world, some of 
these factors, like strict gender roles, would 
not exist. Even these days, surgery and 
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roles from our minds, instead of modifying our 
bodies? In fact, by changing bodies, are 
transsexuals actually perpetuating traditional 
relations of gender to body type? Can't you 
just accept your body and be yourself, 
naturally? 

The desire to change gender and/or sex is 
probably a combination of genetic and cultural 
factors. In a utopian anarchist world, some of 
these factors, like strict gender roles, would 
not exist. Even these days, surgery and 
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seeing people as the norm or the other, a 
revolutionary vision should consider a whole 
spectrum of body types, of ways of being 
human. In a revolutionary society people would 
have complete control over their own bodies 
and have full responsibility for modifying, 
creating, and destroying them as they see fit. 
We have to subvert western allopathic 
medicine and the system that dictates gender 
and sex roles. Isn't surgery just one more body 
modification, one more art? 
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By Ben Assphalt 

Ben is an anarchist who has been a / 
care attendant for several years, , 
physically disabled herself. 
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from “Can wheelchairs get in? Can blind 
people use it?” — to “Can everybody use it?” 
These principles, called universal design, do 
not pretend to meet every single person's 
needs. Instead, the idea is for design to be 
fluid. Every time you encounter a barrier, you 
tweak the design to serve a broader 
population without cutting anybody out. 

These days, people have a whole range of 
disabilities, including mental, physical, visible, 
and invisible disabilities, and an equally great 
range of needs. Instead of thinking in black 
and white terms of disabled vs. able-bodied, 
for an anarchist vision it is more useful to think 
about a whole spectrum of ways of being 
human. 

Manual wheelchairs are not that different 
from bicycles, ever popular in low-tech visions 
of the future. To get around, physically 
disabled people rely on a range of mobility 
equipment: wheelchairs, walkers, ventilators, 
etc. While all these things can be built as 
simple mechanical devices, equipment is 
increasingly-computerized. More sophisticated 
technology can meet more specific needs, but 
requires more specialized repair and parts. 
While some of this sophistication is helpful, 
some of it is pushed by corporations at the 
expense of the disabled person. For example, a 
sensitive, light-weight, programmable joist- 
stick means that somebody with a limited 
range of movement can drive their own 
wheelchair. If a person can pull more easily 
than they can push with their hand, the joist 
stick can be programmed so that pulling it 
backwards makes the chair go forward. But 
some people might want less specialized, less 
expensive equipment that is easier to repair. 

Would an anarchist society include more 
generalized equipment, expecting other people 
to step in where machinery won't do the trick? 
How would an anarchist society balance 
resource use and technological advancement 
with the potentially oppressive nature of 
technology? What is appropriate technology in 
this context? 

People set their own limits for how much 
they are willing to rely on others. Communities 
and ecosystems limit resources and time 
available for technological tinkering. 
Philosophically speaking, appropriate 


Chanting 'Fuck the Corporations" might mean 
little more than frustration to somebody who 
relies on corporations to make a wheelchair, 
ventilator, tubing, leg bag, etc. Like all profit- 
oriented corporations, equipment producers 
don't necessarily have the best interest of 
their clients in mind; they make disabilities into 
products. But where else are these things 
available? There are few, if any, anarchist or 
independent equipment manufacturers. These 
things are rarely available in dumpsters, and 
cannot be made in an afternoon free school 
class. Anarchist communities' slow process of 
organizing community support infrastructure 
is laughable to people who rely on attendants 
to get out of bed each morning. 

Community understanding and support is 
essential as disabled people refute the 
medicalization of their bodies. Western 
alopathic medicine, and to some extent western 
society as a whole, views disabled people as 
broken humans who, because they are 
'unfixable' and 'nonstandard', are provided 
substandard healthcare. For instance, there 
are very few breast cancer clinics that will see 
women with disabilities. Doctors are 


concerned first with the person’s disability, 



and often completely ignore other health 
problems. Hospital staff rarely have the 
training to work with disabled people’s bodies, 
transfering them from chair to exam table, 
etc. The disability rights movement continues 
to fight for visibility, in healthcare and all 
parts of life. 

While diagnosing a problem is an important 
step in solving it, healthcare issues are only one 
aspect of many that define every person's life. 
In this sense, people with disabilities are links 
in a spectrum of humanity, encompassing a 
whole range of bodies and minds. When you 
consider the vast range of conditions that are 
labeled disabilities-mental, physical, visible, 
invisible-the spectrum is clear. Who does not 
need assistance at one time or another? 


Defend the Albany Landfill Freestate! 
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natural state of the landfill is, first, water— 
and second, the way it is now. Plants and 
wildlife native to regenerating polluted fill live 
there already, as do people. The landfill is a 
necessary result of western civilization. It is 
not pristine Bay shoreline, almost completely 
destroyed by the 1950s as developers 
dumped huge amounts of fill into the bay. (One 
of the few pristine East Bay beaches is south 
of the landfill— try focussing on that, 
fuckers!) It is not friendly to folks sensitive to 
toxins, to folks reliant on the friendly 
accoutrements of modern western 
civilization— paved paths, bathrooms, blue 
light telephones, drinking fountains, doggie 
poop collection bags. The State, however, 
must ‘disappear’ their trash, pretend that 
their industrial trash can be transformed into 
a social environment, in order to continue 
creating crap. Liberal Berkelians insist that 
modern society is completely and benignly 
recyclable - piles of refuse are really parkland, 
and pristine shoreline, art galleries, and 
purebred dog runs at that. This trash pile is 
worthwhile, but not because it is recyclable 
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hotel/conference center are built a few 
hundred yards away. A massive off-ramp 
leaving 1-80 has already been constructed, 
seemingly in the middle of nowhere, for these 
development projects. The landfill can’t simply 
be ‘left alone’— it must succeed from the 
United States. 

Speed freaks, bottle-throwning 
disenfranchised youth, maladjusted loners, and 
antisocial wingnuts are joining ranks of regular 
anarchists to force this succession. As this is 
written, supplies are being amassed and 
catapults built. The People’s Park riots of the 
1990’s are our inspiration, and we will take 
the fight one step further, to complete 
cessation of ties to the state of California. 
We will dynamite the land bridge, creating the 
island Landfill Free State. Natural cycles of 
degeneration and rebirth will continue, 
untouched by the bureaucratic hand of 
organized, enforced suffocation. Long Live 
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back into society. The landfill is an illustration 
of beautiful life beyond modern society, and as 
such, the State must destroy it. 

If the State were smart, it would realize — 
as many governments already have— the 
benefits of this societal pressure release 
valve. Raucus stadium concerts, rowdy sports 
games, and raves all release social energy, but 
in places like the Landfill folks can make peace 
with their need to be away from society. 
Pristine and natural areas show land without 
people, but the landfill shows land and people 
in recovery from western civilization — 

subconcious yet necessary therapy for folks 
warn thin by the capiltalist grind. This is why 
so many yuppies are drawn to the landfill, not 
only for their dogs, but for themselves. 

Even as new IKEAS pop up, western society 
continues to overextend and decay. The Albany 


landfill is a particularly beautiful scene of 
anarchic regeneration, but even it the landfill 
itself is let alone, the whole ambiance will 
change as the proposed Target store and 
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civilization— paved paths, bathrooms, blue 
light telephones, drinking fountains, doggie 
poop collection bags. The State, however, 
must ‘disappear’ their trash, pretend that 
their industrial trash can be transformed into 
a social environment, in order to continue 
creating crap. Liberal Berkelians insist that 
modern society is completely and benignly 
recyclable - piles of refuse are really parkland, 
and pristine shoreline, art galleries, and 
purebred dog runs at that. This trash pile is 
worthwhile, but not because it is recyclable 



warn thin by the capitalist grind. This is why 
so many yuppies are drawn to the landfill, not 
only for their dogs, but for themselves. 

Even as new IKEAS pop up, western society 
continues to overextend and decay. The Albany 
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itself is let alone, the whole ambiance will 
change as the proposed Target store and 
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against Iraq in such a narrow way that the 
everyday war is not simultaneously opposed, 
there are numerous opportunities to use the 
struggle against the Iraq war to promote 
understanding of the struggle against the 
everyday war. 

The horror, the waste and the brutality of 
war can focus attention on the gap between 
the rhetoric of our rulers, and the reality of 
this system. People who believe in the system 
— who believe that the US is a kind nation 
which promotes democracy and peace — are 
ripe to be radicalized when they see how the 
system operates in practice. In September 
and October, polls showed a majority of 
citizens opposed a preemptive attack against 



hotel/conference center are built a few 
hundred yards away. A massive off-ramp 
leaving 1-80 has already been constructed, 
seemingly in the middle of nowhere, for these 
development projects. The landfill can’t simply 
be ‘left alone’— it must succeed from the 
United States. 

Speed freaks, bottle-throwning 
disenfranchised youth, maladjusted loners, and 
antisocial wingnuts are joining ranks of regular 
anarchists to force this succession. As this is 
written, supplies are being amassed and 
catapults built. The People’s Park riots of the 
1990’s are our inspiration, and we will take 
the fight one step further, to complete 
cessation of ties to the state of California. 
We will dynamite the land bridge, creating the 
island Landfill Free State. Natural cycles of 
degeneration and rebirth will continue, 
untouched by the bureaucratic hand of 
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of the things that they wanted us to take from 
them, a consciousness about the life energies 
that our dominator culture takes for granted. 

The two nights of music were not without 
problems, some of which arose well before it 
ever happened. Getting out 10,000 flyers and 
trying to reach out beyond our normal spheres 
of influence was really hard and made us 
wonder at times if it was worth it. But maybe 
if the ideas touched some people, or challenged 
people to do some self education about the 
issues on the flyer (whether they came out or 
not), then that is something that you cannot 
place a value on. Almost every time we were out 
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Stop the everyday WAR 


Continued from page 1 

against Iraq in such a narrow way that the 
everyday war is not simultaneously opposed, 
there are numerous opportunities to use the 
struggle against the Iraq war to promote 
understanding ot the struggle against the 
everyday war. 

The horror, the waste and the brutality of 
war can focus attention on the gap between 
the rhetoric of our rulers, and the reality of 
this system. People who believe in the system 
— who believe that the US is a kind nation 
which promotes democracy and peace — are 
ripe to be radicalized when they see how the 
system operates in practice. In September 
and October, polls showed a majority of 
citizens opposed a preemptive attack against 
Iraq in the face of international opposition. 
Folks wrote thousands of letters, lobbied their 
representatives, and got nothing. Now they 
sit, opposing the US regime, feeling 
increasingly alienated from the system. 

Our opposition to the Iraq war can promote 
greater awareness of the everyday war by 
emphasizing the failure of liberal methods and 
assumptions. The approval of congressional 
resolutions in favor of the war shows that the 
system doesn’t care what citizens think. The 
whole affair demonstrates that the United 
States government relies,, not on the 
promotion of democracy and peace, but on 
naked military superiority in international 
relations. 

People who turned out by the thousands to 
anti-war demonstrations have been confronted 
with the reality of the corporate media — 
these demonstrations were largely ignored. 

From the liberal perspective, war against 
Iraq seems an aberration — a violation of the 
liberal conception of the United States’ role in 
the world. This is an opportunity to point out 
that the war isn’t an aberration — its an 
honest expression of a society that promotes 
power, violence and domination over self- 
determination, cooperation and human life. In 
short, the war unmasks the death culture that 



is the capitalist / industrial system. 

Each speech given by Bush demonstrated 
the gap between rhetoric and reality: Bush 
and the US government are guilty of most of 
the “evils” that Bush charged against Iraq: 

• The US attacks and threatens to attack its 
neighbors without provocation. 

• The US is the world’s leader in weapons of 
mass destruction. 

• Bush emphasizes the danger of Iraq 
acquiring nuclear weapons, when the US 
already has thousands of them. The US is the 
only nation to ever use nuclear weapons in war, 
and its war plans contemplate their use again, 
including preemptively. 


If these actions are evil for Iraq, how are 
they good for the United States? Nothing 
distinguishes the US’s military domination of 
the world scene from Iraq’s much weaker 
attempted military domination of their local 
scene. 

The task of the radical community goes far 
beyond working to publicly oppose the war 
against Iraq. Its crucial to prevent Bush & Co 
from using the war to distract the world from 
a critique of economic domination. Moreover, 
its up to us to use our struggle to oppose the 
war in a positive way — to build a movement 
against the everyday economic war all around 
us. 


Reaction 
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against Iraq in such a narrow way that the 
everyday war is not simultaneously opposed, 
there are numerous opportunities to use the 
struggle against the Iraq war to promote 
understanding of the struggle against the 
everyday war. 

The horror, the waste and the brutality of 
war can focus attention on the gap between 
the rhetoric of our rulers, and the reality of 
this system. People who believe in the system 
— who believe that the US is a kind nation 
which promotes democracy and peace — are 
ripe to be radicalized when they see how the 
system operates in practice. In September 
and October, polls showed a majority of 
citizens opposed a preemptive attack against 
Iraq in the face of international opposition. 
Folks wrote thousands of letters, lobbied their 
representatives, and got nothing. Now they 
sit, opposing the US regime, feeling 
increasingly alienated from the system. 

Our opposition to the Iraq war can promote 
greater awareness of the everyday war by 
emphasizing the failure of liberal methods and 
assumptions. The approval of congressional 
resolutions in favor of the war shows that the 
system doesn't care what citizens think. The 
whole affair demonstrates that the United 
States government relies, not on the 
promotion of democracy and peace, but on 
naked military superiority in international 
relations. 

People who turned out by the thousands to 
anti-war demonstrations have been confronted 
with the reality of the corporate media — 
these demonstrations were largely ignored. 

From the liberal perspective, war against 
Iraq seems an aberration — a violation of the 
liberal conception of the United States’ role in 
the world. This is an opportunity to point out 
that the war isn’t an aberration — its an 
honest expression of a society that promotes 
power, violence and domination over self- 
determination, cooperation and human life. In 
short, the war unmasks the death culture that 


is the capitalist / industrial system. 

Each speech given by Bush demonstrated 
the gap between rhetoric and reality: Bush 
and the US government are guilty of most of 
the “evils” that Bush charged against Iraq: 

• The US attacks and threatens to attack its 
neighbors without provocation. 

• The US is the world’s leader in weapons of 
mass destruction. 

• Bush emphasizes the danger of Iraq 
acquiring nuclear weapons, when the US 
already has thousands of them. The US is the 
only nation to ever use nuclear weapons in war, 
and its war plans contemplate their use again, 
including preemptively. 


If these actions are evil for Iraq, how are 
they good for the United States? Nothing 
distinguishes the US’s military domination of 
the world scene from Iraq’s much weaker 
attempted military domination of their local 
scene. 

The task of the radical community goes far 
beyond working to publicly oppose the war 
against Iraq. Its crucial to prevent Bush & Co. 
from using the war to distract the world from 
a critique of economic domination. Moreover, 
its up to us to use our struggle to oppose the 
war in a positive way — to build a movement 
against the everyday economic war all around 
us. 
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of the things that they wanted us to take from 
them, a consciousness about the life energies 
that our dominator culture takes for granted. 

The two nights of music were not without 
problems, some of which arose well before it 
ever happened. Getting out 10,000 flyers and 
trying to reach out beyond our normal spheres 
of influence was really hard and made us 
wonder at times if it was worth it. But maybe 
if the ideas touched some people, or challenged 
people to do some self education about the 
issues on the flyer (whether they came out or 
not), then that is something that you cannot 
place a value on. Almost every time we were out 
flyering, someone thanked us for doing this and 
seemed to be deeply touched by our intentions. 
Although not many people came to attend the 
dance party itself (it was in the Navada 
desert, after all), the soundsystems brought 
between 75 and 100 people to the event, which 
was close to twenty percent of the total 
number at the peace camp. 

In terms of conflict with our hosts and with 
other Peace Camp protestors we happily 
report that it was minimal. After the Friday 
night concert, the native elders (who we were 
afraid we were keeping awake) sent someone 
down to tell us that they loved what we were 
doing and to turn it up, to let the NTS know 
that we are there and that we are not going 
away. There is an open invitation for us to 
return next year, and even discussion about an 
occupation party on Yucca Mountain. Start 
building bassbins now! 






Do it Ourself 

A scene critique 
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flier-makers rarely think about noting whether 
an event is wheelchair accessible-and resource- 
poor DIY organizations end up holding events 
in inaccessible back rooms or fixer-upper 
houses, rather than prioritizing accessibility. 
In a culture where few own cars, many ride 
bikes, and parties often happen up rickety 
stairs or in the middle of an abandoned 
factory, people with different mobility 
situations going on have to put more effort 
into getting to a DIY event. If events are not 
accessible, some folks might not even want to 
go to them. 

Even with lipservice supporting the working 
class, families, and immigrants, the culture is 
not set up to meet their needs. People are 
often surprised to hear that somebody is 
working long hours to support their family or 
because they don't have the financial cushion to 
take on major financial investments 
(transsexuai surgery, overseas travel, 



Walmart, the option to fit in and be 'cool'. Not 
exercising your option is only half the process 
of breaking down the institution. The 
pressure to fit in, the option to be sexist, is 


still there-you're just not participating. 
Privilege and social hierarchy will exist as long 
as the system that perpetuates them exists, 
and attacking the root of the privilege, the 
system, is necessary to eradicate the privilege. 

Everyone fits into both mainstream and the 
DIY counterculture differently. People 
change, and lives include contradictions. There 
are no perfect anarkoids. When we are open to 
hearing about what other people are doing, we 
see that the 'scene' is actually a lot less 
homogenous than we perhaps thought, and we 
are more relaxed about hanging out with 
people who we thought were different than us. 
At this point the scene changes into a 
movement. 


equipment costs, etc.) while still "living for 
free". 

Events are not always child-friendly in the 
traditional sense, and coordinating getting a 
sleeping child home on bike is difficult! With 
creativity, energy, and good humor, so many 
things are possible. But people have only so 
much energy to devote to 'creative struggles' 
like getting themselves or their kid to some far 
away place in a rickety bike cart. 

People who do have options should carefully 
consider their actions. Folks have certain 
backgrounds, certain abilities, etc., that make 
some things come easily to them, in the 
counterculture and without. In other words, 
people have privileges that go hand in hand 
with the mainstream hierarchical social system. 
These privileges give options and choices-the 
option to be sexist, the option to shop at 


Vehicles for 
social change 

Portland Anarchist Black Cross ’ 
Community Transport Project 

The Anarchist Black Cross seeks to bring attention to the plight of all prisoners and to 
inspire an Anarchist resistance and support movement on the outside. We fund-raise on behalf 
of prisoners or defense committees in need of funds for legal cases or otherwise, and organize 
demonstrations of solidarity with imprisoned Anarchists and other prisoners. 

What could bring Socialists, Anarchists, Feminists, and Marxists together? A collaborative 
project developed by the Anarchist Black Cross in Portland (ABC-PDX) called the Community 
Transportation Project. 

The program addresses the dilemma of prisoners from urban areas who are serving their 
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monitor ILWU contract negotiations. Early in 
those talks, Homeland Security adviser Tom 
Ridge called James Spinosa, president of the 
ILWU, and told Spinosa that any strike would 
be considered a threat to national security and 
that the Bush Administration would act to 
stop it. 

The PMA, apparently too impatient to wait 
for a strike so they could have the government 
step in to facilitate their union-busting, came 
up with a most devious plan: The PMA could 
lock the workers out, and by doing so force the 
government to do their dirty work for them. 
The government’s rarely-used Taft-Hartley 
Act allows for government intervention in 
union/management negotiations, by enforcing 
an 80 -day “cooling-off” period during which 
the union workers are forced back to work. 
The PMA knew that if they stopped goods 
from comina in thev could ensure that the Bush 


often surprised to hear that somebody is 
working long hours to support their family or 
because they don't have the financial cushion to 
take on major financial investments 
(transsexual surgery, overseas travel, 
equipment costs, etc.) while still "living for 
free". 

Events are not always child-friendly in the 
traditional sense, and coordinating getting a 
sleeping child home on bike is difficult! With 
creativity, energy, and good humor, so many 
things are possible. But people have only so 
much energy to devote to 'creative struggles' 
like getting themselves or their kid to some far 
away place in a rickety bike cart. 

People who do have options should carefully 
consider their actions. Folks have certain 
backgrounds, certain abilities, etc., that make 
some things come easily to them, in the 
counterculture and without. In other words, 
people have privileges that go hand in hand 
with the mainstream hierarchical social system. 
These privileges give options and choices-the 
option to be sexist, the option to shop at 




Vehicles for 
social change 

Portland Anarchist Black Cross’ 
Community Transport Project 

The Anarchist Black Cross seeks to bring attention to the plight of all prisoners and to 
inspire an Anarchist resistance and support movement on the outside. We fund-raise on behalf 
of prisoners or defense committees in need of funds for legal cases or otherwise, and organize 
demonstrations of solidarity with imprisoned Anarchists and other prisoners. 

What could bring Socialists, Anarchists, Feminists, and Marxists together? A collaborative 
project developed by the Anarchist Black Cross in Portland (ABC-PDX) called the Community 
Transportation Project. 

The program addresses the dilemma of prisoners from urban areas who are serving their 
time in prisons located in far-away rural areas. If an inmate’s family or support persons can’t 
afford a car, they have to ride a bus for hours and then take a cab to the prison, which are 
rarely served by city bus routes. This in itself is financially problematic for many people; 
families who labor under economic challenges find visiting nearly impossible on a regular basis. 
Prisoners who cannot maintain a connection with their family and community are more likely to 
be sent back to prison after they’re released. 

The project is designed to encourage frequent visits to prisons by families and support 
people by providing transportation at little or no cost. In doing so, ABC-PDX believes that 
prisoners who wish to stay tied into their community can. “We also aim to be a vehicle of 
advocacy for family and friends who often feel confused and disempowered or fear that 
questioning the authorities will harm their incarcerated loved one. More importantly, we bring 
families and concerned individuals together to talk about problems they encounter. It is from 
these conversations that solutions are designed and implemented by those affected,” says a 
volunteer for the project. 

To find out more about the Community Transportation Project and how you can help please 
contact: ABC NET-PDX at: (503)449-8287, mailto:abcpdx@yahoo.com 

abcpdx@yahoo.com PO Box 4392 Portland, OR 97208-4392. 


If you mean it, be it 


by Astrogirl 

Many of us become active because we see 
things that outrage us. We want to change 
them. Unfortunately, our good intentions tend 
to dissolve in a reactionary activism that falls 
short of recognizing the depth of what we are 
fighting against. If we see a homeless person 
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This means confronting fears, studying 
dynamics in relationships, and if followed 
through it means having a transformative 
experience and breaking free of the power of 
socialization. In doing so one gains control over 
his/her own socialization (it never disappears) 


raised there is a desire to share what has been 
learned with others. The next step is to take 
that feeling and educate as many people as 
possible. It is not going to a demonstration but 
the impassioned education of those in ones 
community that will change the system. This 
step can be characterized as interpersonal 
transformation or simply as raising awareness. 


the ILWU 


Continued from page 1 

monitor ILWU contract negotiations. Early in 
those talks, Homeland Security adviser Tom 
Ridge called James Spinosa, president of the 
ILWU, and told Spinosa that any strike would 
be considered a threat to national security and 
that the Bush Administration would act to 
stop it. 

The PMA, apparently too impatient to wait 
for a strike so they could have the government 
step in to facilitate their union-busting, came 
up with a most devious plan: The PMA could 
lock the workers out, and by doing so force the 
government to do their dirty work for them. 
The government’s rarely-used Taft-Hartley 
Act allows for government intervention in 
union/management negotiations, by enforcing 
an 80-day “cooling-off” period during which 
the union workers are forced back to work. 
The PMA knew that if they stopped goods 
from coming in they could ensure that the Bush 
Administration would favor the PMA by 
invoking the Taft-Hartley Act. That way, when 
the bosses lock out the workers and freeze 
commerce, they can also reap the benefits of 
the negative image of ungrateful dockworkers 
on strike. 

The fairly paid dockworkers know that the 
sweatshops stop at the West Coast ports. 
The PMA knows that too, and they would like 
nothing better than to ensure that from 
beginning to end all their slaves are paid the 
minimum. 

The 80-day “cooling-off” period is more like 
a simmering period. Tensions are still running 
high between the union and the PMA, and 
nothing has changed in negotiations. And if the 
workers do strike, the president has another 
tool at his disposal— he can replace striking 
dockworkers with the Navy and the National 
Guard. 

But there may be a problem for the union 
busting bosses — other dockworker unions 
around the globe are already confirming their 
solidarity with the ILWU, and won’t unloac 
ships if they are not loaded by the ILWU in 
America. The ILWU has a history o 
international solidarity; they took a stanc 
against apartheid and refused to unload Nazi 
ships before World War II while Henry Fore 
was still selling them arms. The ILWU has 
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Prisoners who cannot maintain a connection with their family and community are more likely to 
be sent back to prison after they’re released. 

The project is designed to encourage frequent visits to prisons by families and support 
people by providing transportation at little or no cost. In doing so, ABC-PDX believes that 
prisoners who wish to stay tied into their community can. “We also aim to be a vehicle of 
advocacy for family and friends who often feel confused and disempowered or fear that 
questioning the authorities will harm their incarcerated loved one. More importantly, we bring 
families and concerned individuals together to talk about problems they encounter. It is from 
these conversations that solutions are designed and implemented by those affected,” says a 
volunteer for the project. 

To find out more about the Community Transportation Project and how you can help please 
contact: ABC NET-PDX at: (503)449-8287, mailto:abcpdx@yahoo.com 

abcpdx@yahoo.com PO Box 4392 Portland, OR 97208-4392. 


If you mean it, be it 


by Astrogirl 

Many of us become active because we see 
things that outrage us. We want to change 
them. Unfortunately, our good intentions tend 
to dissolve in a reactionary activism that falls 
short of recognizing the depth of what we are 
fighting against. If we see a homeless person 
and have a surging feeling that we need to help 
them we may do one of several things. We can 
give them change from our pocket, give them a 
less insulting sum of money, or become truly 
affected and strive to change the system that 
creates this situation. The eradication of the 
root causes, hierarchy and capitalism, is the 
only fight that will bring revolution as opposed 
to revolutionary acts which will not necessarily 
create fundamental change. 

Dedication to eradication of hierarchy and 
capitalism requires that one follow a certain 
course. 

The first step to revolution is confronting 
yourself. Many people tend to disregard this 
step or claim that they have experienced it 
while in reality they are shamelessly 
perpetuating hierarchy within their radical 
community. Oftentimes knowledge of current 
events and history is mistaken for awareness. 

Looking at oneself and changing socialized 
behaviors that reflect fears and insecurities 
which are partially responsible (along with 
structural factors) for institutions such as 
sexism, homophobia, and racism is no small task. 


This means confronting fears, studying 
dynamics in relationships, and if followed 
through it means having a transformative 
experience and breaking free of the power of 
socialization. In doing so one gains control over 
his/her own socialization (it never disappears) 



and is able to change his/her behavior. Like any 
major life transformation there is a high price 
to pay. The difficulty of facing personal flaws 
and affecting and losing relationships are two 
examples why many radicals do not fully realize 
this step before becoming involved in activism. 

Being social beings, once awareness has been 


raised there is a desire to share what has been 
learned with others. The next step is to take 
that feeling and educate as many people as 
possible. It is not going to a demonstration but 
the impassioned education of those in ones 
community that will change the system. This 
step can be characterized as interpersonal 
transformation or simply as raising awareness. 

Once awareness has been raised in a 
community the question of those who have 
taken personal responsibility becomes "what 
can we do?” This is the closest we have ever 
come to seeing revolution. This joining together 
of dedicated revolutionaries can and has led to 
amazing organizing and group work. The 
Zapatistas are a formidable example of 
revolutionary organizing. This is the 
difference between an activist and a 
revolutionary. 

This leads us to the unknown final step in 
reaching revolution. Unknown because it has 
never existed. When a large enough 
transformation takes place and it is a 
movement of people who truly have 
experienced the aforementioned steps, then 
there is a strong basis for a true revolutionary 
movement: a movement that is truly committed 
to changing the system and eradicating 
hierarchy. A revolution under any other 
circumstances will only be a tiring repetition of 
age-old struggles for power with varying 
levels and appearances of oppression. 


commerce, they can also reap the benefits of 
the negative image of ungrateful dockworkers 
on strike. 

The fairly paid dockworkers know that the 
sweatshops stop at the West Coast ports. 
The PMA knows that too, and they would like 
nothing better than to ensure that from 
beginning to end all their slaves are paid the 
minimum. 

The 80-day “cooling-off” period is more like 
a simmering period. Tensions are still running 
high between the union and the PMA, and 
nothing has changed in negotiations. And if the 
workers do strike, the president has another 
tool at his disposal— he can replace striking 
dockworkers with the Navy and the National 
Guard. 

But there may be a problem for the union 
busting bosses — other dockworker unions 
around the globe are already confirming their 
solidarity with the ILWU, and won’t unload 
ships if they are not loaded by the ILWU in 
America. The ILWU has a history of 
international solidarity; they took a stand 
against apartheid and refused to unload Nazi 
ships before World War II while Henry Ford 
was still selling them arms. The ILWU has 
stood behind every dock strike from Liverpool 
to Japan and those workers will return that 
solidarity. 

If the PMA and the government are allowed 
to keep the union from organizing contracts 
coast wide or to replace the union workers 
with the military, we may see the most vicious 
international labor battle in history. As 
Slingshot goes to press, the 80-day cooling 
off period is still in effect and negotiations 
are continuing. There can be no war abroad 
without a war at home, and this has never been 
clearer with this attack against the ILWU. 
Support the ILWU, because this battle will 
affect workers the world over. The ILWU has 
taken stands for social justice and will continue 
to do so; they will not be cowed. 

For information on how you can support the 
dockworkers in case Bush and the PMA 
attempt to replace them with the military, 
check out www.portsolidarity2002.org. 
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